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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, January 9313, 1909. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that bills on the Private Calendar-pension bills-in order to
day, be in order to-morrow immediately after the reading of the 
Journal; that is, that to-morrow be substituted for to-day for 
that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that bills on the Private Calendar-pen
sion bills-shall be in order to-morrow in lieu of to-day. Is 
there obJection? 

'l'here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian .Affairs, re
ported the bill (H. R. 26916) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent e~penses of the Indian department, for 
flllfilling treaty relations with Yarious Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1910, which 
was read a first and second time and, with the accompanying 
report (H. Rept. No. 1897), referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I moYe that the House resolve itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for tlle further consideration of the bill H. R. 26394, the 
naval appropriation bill-. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the naval appropriation biH, with l\Ir. ~iA~N in 
the chair: 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The pending proposition is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [.Mr. FINLEY], 
which, without objection, the Qlerk will again r('port. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 
Page 59, line 7, after the word " constructed," strike out all down to 

and including line 12. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would like the attention of the 

committee for a moment. We have r eached that portion of the 
bill relating to the increase of the nary, and the first paragraph 
provides for the con truction of two first-class battle ships. I 
understand that there is a desire on the part of some l\Iembers 
for a little debate, and I am going to ask unanimous consent 
that we haYe debn.te upon this proposition for one hour; one 
half to be controlled by some gentleman in opposition to the 
recommendation of the committee and the other half to be con
trolled by the chairman of the committee, and that then we 
come to a yote upon the paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAl~. The gentleman from Illinois . asks unani
mous consent that debate on the pending paragraph and all 
amendments thereto be limited to one hour, to be equally di
vided between those in favor of the paragraph and those op
posed to the provision in the bill; one half to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Illinois, and the other half by some gentle
man in opposition thereto. 

l\Ir. KEIFER. l\Ir. Chairman, reserving the right to object~ 
I want to ask this question : Whether or not there are not two 
classes of Members who are opposed to this provision in the 
bill, one those who want to strike out or reduce and another to 
increase? · 

Mr. FOSS. I think not. There are only those who are op
posed and those who are in favor of the committee proposition, 
so far as I have been able to learn. 

The CHAIR~IAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. BA.RTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 

object, I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 
wheth~r it would not be possible to extend the time to two 
hours. I know myself of four or five gentlemen who wish to 
talk on this battle-ship proposition, and it will be impossible 
for them to be heard if only thirty minutes on a side would be 
permitted. . 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, we have a number of very im
portant matters in this bill ahead, and it is my desire to get 

through to-day, if it is possible; but if we increase the time, 
as the gentleman suggests, we will not be able to do it, and r 
think most of the Members have made up their minds upon 
this proposition, and I doubt very much whether general dis
cussion would change the vote if it were taken at this time. 
I am very anxious that we should proceed, in view of the fact 
that there are other very important matters ahead--

l\Ir. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I object. I call for the regular 
order. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks for 
unanimous consent, as stated by the Chair, for one hour debate 
on this paragraph. Is there objection? 

l\Ir. GRIGGS. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina. 
l\Ir. FOSS. Now, l\Ir. Chairman, I would suggest an hour 

and a half to be equally divided--
Several MEMBERS. Make it two hours. 
Mr. FOSS. Then, I do not think we can get through with 

the bill to-day. 
The CHAinMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. GRIGGS. I object. 
Mr. HEPBURN. .Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 

parliamentary situation of this matter. Suppose this request 
is not granted; will there not be debate on the proposition, and 
will not that continue until the committee directs it be closed? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the request of the gentleman be not 
granted, of course debate will continue so long as it may under 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object, then. 
The CHAIR.MAN. Objection has already been made. 
1\fr. CLARK of Missouri. l\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Unless a motion like the gentleman 

has made, or some similar motion, prevails, nobody can speak 
more than five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nobody can speak more than five minutes, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It seems to me the sensible thing 
to do is to agree as to time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there is objection . 
.Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes·; lots of it. 
Mr. FOSS. Now, .Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous con

sent to extend the time of debate to two hours. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois amends his 

request and asks unanimous consent that debate upon the 
pending paragraph, and all amendments thereto, be limited to 
two hours, one half of the time to be controlled by the gentle
man from Illinois and the other half to be controlled by some 
one in opposition. Is there objection? 

1\fr. MACON. Mr. Chnirman, I will state that the gentleman 
from South Carolina offered the amendment, and it seems to 
me that he should be allowed to control the time ·in favor of the 
amendment. The gentleman from South Carolina [.Mr. FINLEY] 
offered the amendment. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FINLEY] be allowed to 
control-the time in fayor of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois incor
porate in his request the suggestion offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia, that one-half of the time be controlled by the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FINJ-EY] ? 

_fr. FOSS. I will. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Without objection, the 
Clerk will again report the pending amendment. · 

'}'h('re was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 59, line _7, after the word "constructed," strike out the re--

mainder of the paragraph down to and including line 12. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
'rhe CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir. DOUGLAS. What is the effect of that amendment? We 

can not judge. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. The 

gentleman from Illinois. _ 
.Mr. I:l.'ITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentle

man from South Carolina is first entitled to recognition. I sug
gest that the gentleman who proposed the amendment is first en
titled to recognition. 

The CHAilU1AN. Ob,· the gentleman from Illinois in charge 
of the bill is entitled to recognition. · 

Mr. FOSS. 1\Ir. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman from 
South Carolina go ahead and explain his amendment. 
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Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen. minutes to the foundation than mere iron clads, and one which our navy 

gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. boomers quite evidently rely on themselves. From their view 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, if there ever was a time point two additional ships can not possibly afford adequate 

in our history when preparations for war and further increases protection; and if, ne-.ertheless, they are satisfied with this in
of armaments are both unwise and unnecessary, it is the pres- crease, we have a right to conclude that it makes no difference 
ent; unwise because the normal annual expenditures in the whether we build two more ships or none at alL Either course 
national household now exceed the revenues by considerably would be inconsistent with and contrary to the theory that the 
more than $100,000,000, and unnecessary because we are not peace and tranquillity of the United States depends upon battle 
only at peace with all the world, but, what is more, ' we have ships alone. If we are not to be entirely burglar proof until 
wisely managed to safeguard our peace as it had never been our navy equals that of Great Britain, or, in fact, the navies 
safeguarded before. Hence every consideration of prudence and of all nations combined-and that is and must be the conten
pah·iotism points to the present as the most propitious time to tion of our friends, the navy boomers-then it is immaterial 
p~use, temporarily at least, in our vast expenditures for so re- whether we have two iron clads more or less at this time, be-
mote an eventuality as war. cause we are insecure 1n any event. 
_ We are all agreed that if our country were in any immediate There is but one consistent course to be taken in this emer-
dnnger of a foreign invasion or of war with a foreign foe no gency. It is to refuse all unreasonable demands for additional 
sacrifice would be too great for us to make for our defense. To armaments. Such a course will be consistent, in the first place, 
raise money, we would issue bonds and, if needs be, mortgage with American traditions; it will also be consistent with the 
our homes for that purpose; in fact, this mighty Nation, rising enlightened sentiment of the world, and it will be consistent 
in its own defense, would be a spectacle of patriotic self-sacrifice with our own professions, as well as with the actual situation. 
such as the world has never witnessed before. The sentiment of the people everywhere is for peace and not 

In such a crisis we would justly scorn financial considerations for war, and that sentiment is stronger than you and I realize. 
or even deficits in the Treasury, for in the face of national dan- The governments, too, seem willing at last to heed the voice 
~er all other interests must be subordinated to the one para- of the people. As proof I point to The Hague conferences, .the 
mount duty, the national defense. I will even go further, and pan-American conferences, the many arbitration treaties, to 
say that if there were but a well-authenticated probability of the official recognition willingly accorded by the government~ 
any foreign complications preparations to obey the law of self- to the Interparliamentnry Union, that world organization of 
defense would still be in order. But at a time when there is lawmakers which aims to substitute arbitration and judicial 
no more probability of war than there is of lightning striking decisions for war, and last, but not least, to the fact that, in 
our houses at this season of the year-and I shall give my rea- spite of the recent political upheavals in the Balkans, peace 
sons for this assertion-at such a time, I claim, we have no has been maintained. There was a time, and it was true up 
moral right to run the Government into debt in order to pay to a few years ago, that you could not strike a match in the 
for totally unnecessary increases of the implements of war. European Orient without causing a terrifice explosion, and what 
Before fiattering national vanity by Increasing the navy beyond has happened there recently? Turkey has had a bloodless revo
the requirements of effective national defense I hold it to be our lutlon, resulting in a new era of constitutional government; 
bounden duty to provide for the necessities of the peaceful de- Austria quietly annexed the Turkish provinces of Bosnia and 
velopment of the country and to subordinate the unreasonable Herzegovina; and the Servians declared their political inde
demnnds of the jingo to the obligations which the Government pendence; and all this without the shedding of a drop of human 
owes to the peaceable citizen and taxpayer. blood, when, ten years ago, either one of these events would 

And as not one of us, Republican or Democrat, can furnish have been sure to cause a world conflagration. What is it? 
to his constituents a valid excuse for government expenditures Say what you please, but in my judgment it is the progressive 
in excess of government revenues, except in time of war, this thought and enlightenment of the people, the growing s~ntiment 
duty becomes the more patent to all in favor of enduring peace, and the fear of the great military 

When I came to Congress siXteen years ago the n·avy cost us powers, because of that sentiment, to put their war machinery 
about $22,000,000 annually. This year's budget calls for o-.er in motion. It seems almost as if in the incredibly short period 
one hundred and thirty-five millions. While in that same pe- of ten years a transition had taken place, as if the world had 
riod of time the population has increased only about 35 per cent suddenly emerged, in this respect at least, from a state of semi
naval expenditures have increased over 600 per cent. The~ barbarism and risen to a higher civilization, in the light of 
figures show that we have already gone back on the traditions which rulers are either afraid or ashamed to draw the sword 
handed down to us by the founders of the Republic, which and prefer to keep the peace by resorting to arbitration or ap
teach us to rely for national safety upon our inherent strength, pealing to the courts established by international agreements. 
our righteousness, and our sense of justice, and that instead Certain it is that a new era has dawned and that the increased 
we ha>e accepted the false theory through which monarchs from· armaments which followed the First Hague Conference, and to 
time immemorial have filched money from the pockets of their which my friend from Illinois [Mr. Foss] so frequently refers, 
people, namely, the theory that armaments and man-killing merely mark the last flickering up of the halo of the old sys
machineries alone can vouchsafe security and peace. Do not tern, a system, however, which is doomed to oblivion, doomed 
the figures I have just cited bear out this assertion? And have to give way to that new order of things which will recognize 
we not actually been ~old time and again that a big navy is the a legalized machinery of justice, instead of brute force, as the 
best guaranty of pence? It is false, I say again, and our own only legitimate means of settling international controversies. 
history proves it to be false. Why was it that we enjoyed both Look at the wonderful change wrought within the last few 
peace and immunity tram attack when we had no navy at all? years in our own country and its relations with the outside 
Does it not dawn upon those who are misled by that fallacy and world. Thanks to the wisdom and energy of Secretary Root, 
who constantly shout for more arsenals and more battle ships we have concluded arbib.·ation treaties with about 20 countries 
that, after all, there might have been something besides the of America, Europe, and Asia. We have been relieved as a 
big stick that deterred either Europe or Asia from invading this result of the Second Hague Conference of our real or fancied 
Republic of free men? Was not safety rather to be found in responsibilities with regard to the debts of the Latin-American 
our isolated position, our numbers, out limitless resources our countries, inasmuch as it was agreed at The Hague, all powers 
love of peace and justice, our stout hearts, and in the patri~tism consenting, that contractual debts shall no longer be collectible 
born of liberty? [Applause.] by force. More than that, we have an understanding with 

But let us for nn instant meet on common ground. Let us Japan which, in my judgment, will go down into history as one 
admit, for argument's sake, a powerful navy to be the only real of the greatest achievements of the present administration. In 
guaranty of our security. How many battle ships would we the course of the remarks I submitted on the battle-ship question 
have to build to be absolutely secure? Certainly more than any at the last session I used this language: 
other one nation, and in fact more than all other nations com- Unless we are all in ignorance as to the true situation-and it 1s 
blned; for if naval armaments are to be the only safeguard of incredible that the Mikado's diplomatic representatives should mis
a nation's peace, we would be in constant danger of being represent it to us-a simple agreement to arbitrate differences and to 

d b b. t' mutually guarantee territorial integrity and undisputed home sover-
overawe • ecause our Ig s Ick is not as big as all the other eignty would effectually dispose of the Japanese question for all time to 
big sticks combined. Is not this the true logic of the plea for come, and not a single battle ship will be needed to secure the benefits 
n big&"er navy? And if it is, then all those who believe in the of such a treaty. 
peace-promoting mission of the fleet would be forced to the con- While our understanding with Japan-or call it agreement 
elusion that true patriotism requires the immediate construe- or declaration of principles, or anything else-does not go quite 
tion, not of two, but of at least n hundred, Dreadnoughts. The as far as I then indicated, it surely carries with it the guar
tact, however, that they are wHling to content themselves with anties of amity and good will, and forms the basis upon which 
two amounts to an abandonment of their own. theory and is a peace between the two nations can be maintained. The situa
practlcal admiesion that our safety rests on a better, securer tion regarding the Philippines has also been cleared. The fact 

--=~-
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of this outside possession of the United States has constantly Mr. TAWNEY. I submit that in order that this debate may 
been used as an argument for a bigger navy; but it' is now clear proceed in an orderly way that the gentleman should consume 
that neither a European power nor Japan wants these islands, some of his time. 
and our understanding with the Government of the :Mikado Mr. · FINLEY. I would like the gentleman from Illinois to 
covers this very point. From this ·brief review of the situation repeat his statement. -
it appears that war involving this cotmtry is a much more re- Mr. FOSS. I will now yield :five minutes to the gentleman 
mote possibility to-day than it ever was before. from New York. · 

Now, as to the latest scare about a possible war with Japan. l\fr. WAL.QO. l\fr. Chairman, if I understand the purpose of 
Does it not strike the Members of this House as a most peculiar this amendment, it is to end the present policy of the United 
coincidence that every time we consider the naval appropriation States of keeping a navy that will permit us to rank with the 
bill there suddenly appears the handwriting on the wall pictnr- great naval powers ' of the world. It is a policy that we started 
ing a war? Is it merely an accident that on the very Q.ay when upon quite a good many years ago; it is a policy that permitted 
we were expected to vote on battle ships the morning papers re- us to succeed in the war with Spain; it is the policy to-day 
produce, with glaring headlines and in double-leaded type, the that makes the United States respected and its citizens sure 
opinion of a New York editor, whose views otherwise they so of protection in all parts of this world. It seems to me that 
frequently discredit and whose California interests are too well at this time, when we are hardly fairly started upon our pro
known to need any comment here? The President of the United gramme to have a navy equal to :my nation, that we should not 
States has, with praiseworthy foresight, repudiated in advance call a halt. It is very pleasant to talk about peace and pros
and on behalf of the Nation whatever action the California leg- perity, but in this world no nation has peace or prosperity 
islature may take with respect to the so-called "Japanese bills." that is not able to defend itself. 
Hence Japan can not, and I am sure will not, hold the Ameri- The moment that we cease our naval programme· our navy 
can Nation responsible for whatever the legislature of a single is on the way to decay. Naval ships only last a few years, and 
State may do, no more than the British Government would hold still fewer years do they remain equal to the naval improve
us responsible 'for resolutions of mass meetings of Irish-Ameri- ments of other great powers. If we desire to . protect our 
can citizens denouncing England. The trouble between Cali- country; if we desire that our citizens be protected abroad; 
fornia and Japan can never be settled by war, because war if we desire that our country shall continue to be respected 
never settles a question of right or wrong. It must be a ques- as one of the great powers, we must continue our naval pro
tion of the deepest concern to us, however, to find some way 1 gramme; we should vote against this amendment. and see that 
by which the supremacy of the Nation and its foreign policies at least two battle ships are ordered at this session of Congress. 
can be maintained as against the rights of 'individual States. Mr. FOSS. 1\Ir. Chairman, I should like to inquire if there 
In other words, national obligations must be made as binding is any other gentleman who desires to speak now in favor of 
upon each state government as they are upon the National the two battle ships? If not, I suggest that my friend go ahead 
Government, and as sacred in their obser\ance as the provisions on the other· side. 
of the Constitution itself. It is therefore really an American Mr. FINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
question, and one to be adjudicated by ourselves; and .this being Texas [:Mr. HARDY]. 
well understood all over the world, no sane nation will go to 1\Ir. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to strike from this 
the length of declaring war upon us on account of it. Some measure the pretense that a nation is prepared for war in 
of them may refuse to negotiate arbitration treaties with us order to preserve peace; the mask that, consciously or un
because of the sovereign rights of the separate States, but consciously, hides the real spirit of warlike ambition; the 
they will no more dream of drawing the sword because of petty pretense that bas prevailed among men from time immemorial. 
grievances arising from this situation than they would e\er It was the pretense under which the nations of the East, be
interfere with our international affairs. If a single State could fore the time of Alexander, invaded the nations of the West. 
coerce the National Go,ernment to make a .state question a It was done, they said, to check the growing spirit of aggression 
concern of the Government and to defend the action of a State, in the West. It was the pretense under which Alexander in
right or wrong, the case would, of course, be different; but in vaded Asia. He wished, he said, to forestall all future inva-

, the determina.tion of so gra\e a question. as war, all gover~- sions by the Asiatics. It was the pretense under which the 
ments are guided and controlled by the attitude of the respons1- fortified castles of th~ middle ages were erected, the barons 
ble government and not by that of its press and its component armed against each other, and perpetual warfare was carried on. 
parts. · This condition grew so fearful that men almost forgot the peace-

And as long as Japan is satisfied as to the correct and friendly ful a\ocations of life, while each nobleman increased the thick
attitude of the Government at Washington, no amount of jingo ness of his castle wall, the weight of his cannon or battering
talk by the press or individuals will eve~ dri\e her into a ram, and the number and strength of his armed retainers, until 
bloody conflict with the United States. It IS eve~ unnecessary the church, to prevent all peace from taking its flight from 
to call attention to the fact that C?Ur naval srength IS double that among the peoples who professed to be the followers of the 
of Japan to-day. · tender gospel of Christ, proclaimed, as I remember it, "The 

l\Ir. Chairman, on the pending question I shall \Ot~ in ac- truce of God," in order that there might be one day in the week 
cordance with my conscientious convictions, and shall refuse to in which the owners of castles mig~t rest and remain safely at 
be influenced by either fear or intimidation. [Applause.] home and the armored knights should not engage in foraging 

[During the delivery of the abo\e remarks the time of Mr: expeditions against their neighbors. Lords built castles, barons 
BARTHOLDT expired.] and knights buckled on armor, armies were marshaled, nnd 

MT. BARTHOLDT. Can I ha\e five minutes more? nations bathed in blood and fire in the name of peace. 
Mr. FINLEY. I am afraid I will not be able to yield the The war of the Dutch Republic, when the Spanish soldiery 

gentleman any more, as all the time has been allotted. invaded the country, was waged by the invaders in the name of 
l\Ir. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman; I ask unanimous consent the Prince of Peace; so also were all the crusades, which ex-

to extend my remarks in the RECORD. tended O\er a period of three hundred years and were ~arked 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The by a spirit of bloodthirstiness ne,er surpassed, launched in the 

Chair hears none. love of God and righteousness, and the children's crusade, the 
l\Ir. FINLEY. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois to con- •crowning cruelty of all the ages, was the joint product of 

sume some of his time now. human ambition and the preaching of righteou ness and peace. 
1\Ir. FOSS. I will ask if any gentleman on this side desires We saw that also in modern times in our communities, when 

to occupy any time in support of the provision in ·the- bill? No it was thought that every citizen should have the right to 
one seems to desire to be heard in favor of the proposition, so I carry a pistol about his person, and in my State the horseman 
will sugg·est to the gentleman from South Carolina that he go ·carried it hung to the horn of his saddle, and the footman car
ahead. ried it swung around his waist, and no man was expected to go 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois about unarmed until the law said that we should disarm all 
if he intends to use all the time in one speech; if not, the other citizens, and peace substantially followed. I want to say that 
side should occupy some of its time now. since the time when Constantine the Great, at the head of his 

Mr. FOSS. I do not think we will consume all of our time. army, claimed that he saw the shadow and the sign of the 
I would like to ask, 1\Ir. Chairman, if there is anyone who de- cross in the sky, these claims have been false preten es, and we 
sires to speak in fa\or of the two battle ships on this side? should strike the mask from the pretense under which we arm 
- Mr. wALDO. ·A little later on I would like to have a few for war while we claim we arm for peaee. [Applause.] 
minutes, but not at the present. . Not only that, but all these military preparations have hung 
- Mr. FOSS. No one on this side now seems to desire to speak themsel,es like millstones around the industries of the people. 
at this time. In the day of small production the lord carried his feud:tl sub-
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jects with him to the field, while the women worked at home to 
produce the meager necessities to support life. How they lived 
at all in those days and supported such vast armies God only 
knows, but ~e do lmow that they lived hard, with half the bare 
necessities of healthy life supplied and in virtual slavery. And 
we do know that a Louis XIV in France so multiplied the bur
dens of his people in order, as he claimed, by the great;ness of 
his power, to make that power feared and to deter the other 
nations from attacking him or thwarting his plans, that while 
he filled his land with martial pageantry and wrote glory large 
for more than a half century of his reign, he wrote shame at 
the end of it, and for his successors sowed the seeds of a revo
-lution that shook all the nations of the earth. In this advanced 
age, when production has increased to such an extent that one
fifth of our population might support the balance, with im
proved machinery, we must devise some means by which we 
can hang this millstone of war expenditure around our people's 
neck again, and we devise great battle ships, under which, as 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] has said, we are 
spending to-day $135,000,000 for a navy, whereas when he came 
into the House sixteen years ago $20,000,000 was sufficient. 

The time will soon come, if the rush of progressive increase 
is continued, when $250,000,000 will be required annually to 
keep up this increasingly heayy and heavier burden of the navy. 
Our Government ought to keep abreast of the times, ought to 
be continually building some vessels, in order that we may 
keep posted as to the latest improvements in naval warfare; 
but we have 6 underway now, and in ten years' time the 
repairs and changes on the vessels we have in the navy will 
cost more than it costs to build 4 ships a year to-day. If 
we could have :mother Roosevelt, and Congress should accede 
to his requests, at the end of another eight years' term we 
would perhaps be spending $400,000,000 per annum on the 
navy alone." If our navy as we have it were placed upon the 
Pacific Ocean, the only cloud in the sky of peace would be suc
cessfully dissipated. In my opinion, the European nations con
template war only with horror, because they are advanced and 
civilized, and have not the thirst of blood. Possibly the Japa
nese nation to-day, in its youthful .J;.esurrection from a long· 
sleep of inaction, would lose their balance and plunge into 
war, though I do not believe it. If that be the case, we are 
prepared against them without further expenditure, for we have 
a greater navy than they have themselves. 

We must not forget that the building of a navy never ends. 
It takes three to four years to build a battle ship, and it is not 
completed· before repairs and changes begin. In about ten 
years it is likely to be unseaworthy or antiquated or supplanted 
by a more efficient fighting machine. We are feeding the hunger 
and stimulating the thirst for war and learning to boast and 
glory in our power,• while we are piling high the burden of 
debt for war in anticipation · even as Louis XIV did for war 
in fact. · 

Mr. Chairman, silice 1812 there has been no threat or fear 
or probability of any foreign · invasion of the United States. 
The Monroe doctrine, the most aggressive and self-assertive 
policy our Nation ever adopted toward foreign p.ations, was 
established with scarce a sea force sufficient to be called a 
"navy." Our limitless resources are known, and in them
selves are stronger to deter any nation from striking us than 
a far larger navy would be to prevent the striking of any 
weaker nation. Till now also our national love of justice and 
peace, lmown of all men, has been a tower of strength to us 
among the nations of the earth. - l\fay God forbid that we 
should ever take on the pride of the war lord or become with 
our navy the swaggering bullies of the sea. 

Mr. FINLEY. I suggest that the gentleman from Illinois 
now use some of his time. 

l\fr. FOSS. 1\fr. Chairman, there seems no one on this side 
who wishes to speak, except myself, and I claim the right to 
close the debate. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I will yield fifteen minutes to the gen
tleman from Minnesota [l\fr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 1\Ir. Chairman, with a navy greater than any 
in the world except the English navy, and with an enormous 
defictt in our revenues, I sincerely hope this amendment strik
ing out the authorization for two battle ships will prevail. If 
it is adopted, it does not necessarily mean we have changed 
our naval policy, except in respect to the number and size of 
ship~ we will authorize this year, for we have no settled policy 
in this respect. In the very nature of the case we can not have, 
for 1n the matter of naval construction each succeeding Con
gress necessarily determines for itself the number, size, and cost 
of naval vessels it will authorize. The next Congress, if it sees 
fit to do so, can provide for two, or as many battle ships as, in 
its judgment, is necessary and as the revenues of the Govern-

ment will permit. I want to make it clear that I do not favor 
the amendment because I am opposed to providing all of the 
means necessary for our national defense; I favor the amend
ment because I do not at this time deem it necessary to add to 
our navy two of the greatest battle ships the world has ever 
seen, merely to gratify our ambition to excel nll other nations in 
the world in the matter of compet itive naval shipbuilding. 

For, :Mr. Chairman, the country can not escape the conclusion, 
when it analyzes our situation in respect to our national de
fense; that there is no real :6.ecessity for this very large ex
penditure of the public money at this time, and that the prin
cipal reason for the authorization is an ambition on our part 
to excel other nations in the matter of naval shipbuilding. 
This is not alone true of ourselves, but is also true of other 
nations. .A year ago, speaking on the naval budget, the prime 
minister of England, Mr. .Asquith, said: 

We do not wish to take the lead, but we want to do everything in 
our power to prevent a new spurt in competitive shipbuilding between 
the great naval powers. 

In my judgment, we should emulate the example of our sister 
nation, Great Britain, and sh·ive to check this tendency among 
the naval powers to excel in naval shipbuilding. In reading 
the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I find that one of 
the arguments in support of the recommendation for these two 
large ships-the largest vessels that ever have been built-is 
that during the past year the policy of building battle ships of 
large displacement and high speed has been the policy of other 
nations. 

I have always contended, Mr. Chairman, that we are not 
justified in determining the size of our navy by the size of 
other navies, but that the size of our navy should be governed 
by what is necessary for our national defense, taking into con
sideration our geographical isolation. And yet it is a fact we 
f':hould not lose sight of in considering this question that we 
have to-day a navy which in point of efficiency and in tonnage 
is second only to one, and that is the navy of Great Britain. 
From the standpoint, then, of gratifying an ambition to equal, 
if not e~~el, other nations in the size of our navy we do not 
need these two enormous battle ships-enormous in size and 
enormous in cost-for in size and efficiency our navy is larger 
than that of any other except the English navy. 

In the annual report of the Secretary of the Navy, dated 
November 30, 1908, it appears that-

During the past year the policy of building battle ships of large dis
placement and high speed, with main battery guns of the largest cali
ber, has been universally continued, and all navies are now engaged in 
or have authorized the construction of such vessels. 

.And no other argument is advanced in support of the recom
mendation of the Secretary or of the committee. 

It matters not, so far as I am concerned, how many naval 
vessels other nations, not situated as we are, may construct. 
We should now determine the question whether or not we at 
this time should authorize the construction of two of the largest 
vessels that have ever been launched, in addition to those we 
now have, independent of what other countries may deem neces
sary for their defense. 

l\fr. Chairman, there is a good reason, one perhaps sufficient, 
to justify the increase in the number and size of vessels of 
some foreign countries, but it is one that does not apply to us. 
Take, for example, France, England, and Germany; either can 
strike the other within a few hours and use their home as a 
base from which to operate. They are independent nations, 
having diverse and conflicting interests at home and abroad.· 
If there · is any menace to their peace, it is this conflict of in
terest and this close proximity that causes it and makes it 
necessary for each of these countries to be prepared to meet 
the other in war at any time. But we are altogether differently 
situated. In addition to our navy and in addition to our sea
coast fortifications, we have that which is worth as much to 
us as a means of national defense as all the navies of the 
world. We have two oceans, on either side of us, giving us n 
geographical isolation that is of more value to our defense than 
all the navies we could build. It is this wide ocean expanse on 
the east and on the west of us that is entirely ignored in 
urging the need and extension of our navy beyond anything 
enjoyed by any other nation. 

Why, :Mr. Chairman, we hear a great deal at this particular 
time about the possibility of war · with Japan. I am getting 
somewhat tired of these annually recurring wars with Japan. 
They are always simultaneous with the consideration of the 
naval appropriation bill in this House. [Laughter and ap
plause.] During every other week and month in the year we 
are told our relations with Japan are the most friendly and cor
dial, . but when we come to consider the naval appropriation bill 
'the newspapers are filled with predictions of what may happen 
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in the future between the United States and Japan. · It is a 
remarkable coincidence that we never hear of war with any 
country except when we are considering the p1·ovisions of tl!is 
naval bill. 1\Ir. Chairman, it was only a few days ago that I 
was told by a gentleman who spent some time in Japan last 
summer that there is absolutely no more danger of war be
tween Japan and the United States than there is of a war be
tween the United States and Great Britain. Our relations with 
that country were neT"er more friendly than now. 

But that is not the only reason why there is no danger of war 
with Japan. Would Japan, even if she was able financially, 
ever think of sending a fleet of battle ships from Yokohama to 
attack our Paciflc coast distant 4,200 miles? Her vessels would 
have to be supplied somewhere in the Pacific Ocean with coal 
and other supplies. For this purpose a naval base would be as 
essential to her success as war ships. A war ship without coal 
may be a thing of beauty, but it is as harmless as a dove. [Ap
plause.] There is no available place in the Pacific Ocean ex
cept Hawaii from which a hostile fleet could operate against 
our Pacific coast, and when we nave fortified the Hawaiian 
Islands, as they will be when the money now appropriated and 
being appropriated this year is expended, under the recom
mendations of the Taft Board, the Hawaiian Islands will be as 
impregnable as Gibraltar, and impossible of being captured by 
Japan or any other nation. 

There is no naval vessel afloat that can sail in time of peace 
from Yokohama to the Pacific coast and back again with her 
own coal, a distance of 8,400 miles. Without a naval base in 
the Pacific no oriental country could send a fleet of naval ves
sels and accompany that fleet with enough colliers to supply 
them with the necessary coal. If anyone doubts this let him 
~tudy the coaling needs of our fleet on its trip around the 
world and the way those needs were supplied. So I say, l\Ir. 
Chairman, from no standpoint are we in any danger of war 
with Japan or any other oriental country. But we have just 
recently concluded an agreement with Japan which we were 
told before the naval bill was brought up for consideration in
sures the most friendly relations with that country. The coun
try rejoiced over this fact, for our people have always enjoyed 
and will always endeavor to continue the most peaceful and 
friend1y relations with the people of Japan. 

lli. BATES. :Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman believe that 
with all the preparations for defense at Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, 
a successful defense could be made unless we have vessels of 
equal efficiency to cope with vessels of other countries? 

Mr. TAWNEY. In answering the gentleman I will say that 
that is the judgment of the Taft Board that made recommenda
tions for the fortifications of Hawaii. 

Mr. BATES. I am not speaki.Iig of the land fortifications, 
but of the naval preparation by way of modern ships which 
would be necessary to control the sea, to prevent a successful 
attack and probable taking of Hawaii and Pearl Harbor by a 
foreign foe. 

1\Ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the fortifications at Pearl 
Harbor and at Honolulu, when completed, as recommended by 
the Taft Board, are not sufficient, are not adequate for the pro
tection of Pearl Harbor and Honolulu, then why have these 
recommendations been made, and why are we needlessly wasting 
the public money for the purpose of constructing these fortifi
cations? 

Mr. Chairman, on the Atlantic side we are equally secure from 
effective attack. There is no European country that has a 
transport senice of sufficient capacity to land an army of 
100,000 ot 150,000 men fully equipped for war on our shore at 
a given time, eyen in time of peace. 

Therefore, 1\ir. Chairman, we are not situated as are the other 
countries with which we are constantly comparing means of 
national defense. There is no country that can strike us 
effectively, with the fortifications we now have and with the 
navy we now have. 

But I am not in fa\or of the amendment alone because I 
believe it unnecessary at this time to authorize the!:'e two large 
battle ships. There is another reason--<>ne that ought to appeal 
to the membership of this House and to the country-against 
this ambitious policy to excel all other nations in the number 
and size of our war vessels. ·we are this year spending 40 
per cent of all our revenues, exclusive of postal receipts, for 
preparation for war and about 30 per cent on account of wars 
pa t, leaving only 30 per cent for all other governmental pur
poses, except the postal service. We to-day have a deficit of 
over $75,000,000. Iu other words, we have expended, during 
the last six months, $75,000,000 more than we haye receiyed. 
At the end of this tL..;;r.ul year we will have a deficit of at least 
$125,000,000. 

Next year, on the basis of existing revenue laws, according to 
the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury, we will have a 
deficit of $143,000,000. We have no money to-day for perma
nent constructive objects like river and harbor improvements; 
and you propose, in the face of that fact, to appropriate $24,000,-
000 for temporary destructive purposes, or for two $12,000,000 
battle ships. If we could take the $24,000,000 that will ulti
mately be placed in these two battle ships and devote that money 
to riYer and harbor improvements, that improvement would be 
permanent and the benefit would be immediate and direct to the 
people and their commerce. But the people are denied these 
necessary internal improvements for -want of money; and yet, to 
gratify an ambition to excel all other nations in the matter of 
shipbuilding, you propose, in the face of a certain deficit of one 
hundred and twenty-five millions this year and a possible def
icit of one hundred and forty-three millions next year, to spend 
$24,000,000 in the construction of two ships. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman--
1\Ir. TAWNEY. Oh, I do not say that the $24,000,000 are 

carried in this bill. Twelve million dollars of it is, and that is 
only for the cost of the hull and armor of the two ships. 

1\Ir. FOSS. I want to state to the gentleman that the cost 
of these ships is $10,250,000 each. 

Mr. TA W~""EY. In the last session we were told that these 
Dreadnoughts of 20,000-ton burden would cost $13,000,000. 
Now, because we have had hard times and are constructing 
them a little more cheaply, it is estimated that they will cost 
$12,000,000, and $6,000,000 for each ship is carried in this bill, 
which is only half of the actual cost of the ships. Therefore 
-we will have $24,000,000 to pay, and nothing but a deficit with 
which to meet the expenditure. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN: The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[By unanimous consent Mr. TAWNEY was granted leave to 

extend his remarks in the RECORD.] . 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, for the infor

mation of the House, that I have received from the chief con
structor of the navy a statement to the effect that the estimated 
cost of each one of these ships would be $10,250,000-that is 
to say, the cost for the two ships will be $20,500,000 instead 
of $24,000,000, as the gentleman from Minnesota has stated in 
his remarks. 

1\Ir. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from 
Illinois take13 his seat, I would like to ask him a question. I 
would like to ask if, for the information of the committee and 
of the House, he would be good enough to state the reasons that 
determined the committee to report in favor of the construction 
of two battle ships-whether it was on representation by officers 
charged with the qefense of the .country or from ratiocinations 
pursued by the committee itself? 

Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that there is in the 
Navy Department a body called the" General Board," composed 
of some of the ablest officers in the navy, who, every year, give 
careful consideration to the subject of the naval programme, 
and this board made a recommendation that we authorize four 
battle ships this year. We have, in addition to that, the recom· 
mendation of the Secretary of the Navy to authorize four battle 
ships, and then upon that comes the recommendation of the 
President of the United States, in his message sent to Congress, 
that we authorize four battle ships. Now, all these recommen
dations came before the committee, and the committee, after 
careful consideration and discussion, came to the conclusion 
that it would be wise to recommend half the number, or two 
battle ships, and accordingly we recommend that number in 
this bill. 

1\ir. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 
Mr. FOSS. I will. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Are we to infer from that that the judg

ment of the committee is half as wise as that of the board, or 
twice as wise? [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman can figure that out for himself. 
I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP
BURN.] 

l\Ir. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, we always have opposition 
to every effort that is made to increase the military power of 
this Government, but I have never heard so trivial a reason or 
one so dishonoring to the people of the United States assigned 
to those who desire to increase the military power of the United 
States as that which was made by the gentleman from Minne
sota [Ur. TAWNEY] a little while ago. He told us that the sole 
purpose of those who wanted to have an adequate nav_y was be
cause of an ambition to excel in na\al architecture. He told us, 
aside from the possibility of war, aside from the solicitude that 
patriots may have for the performances of their Government in 
case war does come, he imputes to us simply the ignoble purpose 
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of desiring to build better ships than some other nation. I 
scout that suggestion of the gentleman as an insult· to the 
American people. Those who favor an adequate navy do so 
because they recognize the fact that the American people are a 
warlike people. Every generation of Americans has had its 
war, as probably every generation will. 

There ·is a passion for military glory in the breast of all 
Americans, and while we talk of ourselves as a Christian people, 
intent upon securing the spread of peace ove~ all the nations, 
yet we have had how many wars, Mr. Chairman-1812, 1846, 
1861, and 1898. In less than a century this Christian people has 
had four wars. And, Mr. Chairman, let me call attention to 
that other fact that in each one of them we went in without 
being prepared. In the war of 1812 we went in without either 
army or navy and threw down our challenge to the most power
ful nation on earth. The war of 1846 found us without prepa
ration, and preparation had to be made after hostilities began. 
So it was with the war of 1898. The first thing we did was to 
appropriate $50,000,000 to bring up our war establishment to 
the condition that it ought to have been in in time of peace. We 
have always listened to the siren song of those gentlemen who 
say, "You will never need an army; you will never need a 
navy;" and how gratifying it must be to all in authority to 
listen to the assurances of the gentleman from Minnesota that 
there can be no further wars, that we are to be exempt from all 
of these curses that come to other nations through national 
conflict. Here is to be peace. And we have the word of the 
gentleman from Minnesota that no hostile force can reach our 
shores. Then why be timid? If the good people along the 
northern Atlantic coast in 1898 had known what he knows there 
would have been no solicitude when it was rumored that the 
Spanish fleet was approaching our coast, and the good people 
of Boston would not have carried all of their portable valuables 
hundreds of miles into the interior [laughter] if they had only 
known what the gentleman from Minnesota knows and could 
only haYe been so fully established in their ideas of security as 
is the doughty gentleman from Minnesota. [Laughter.] 

Now, if the gentleman had told us that no hostile fleet could 
have ever reached the capital city of his district, I would have 
thoug:qt possibly he might be correct [laughter], certainly at 
this season of the year. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, every 
man knows that if an insult comes to our Government from any 
foreign government, there will be reparation or war. Why talk 
about peace when we recognize that fact? The war spirit that 
is in the hearts, ah, in the blood, of young America would 
force any administration into hostility. What cause of war 
other than sentiment had we in 1898? Yet, when the sentiments 
of the American people were outraged they did not stop. The 
Government tried to do so, the administration did everythipg 
possible, the President held back, but this impulse that is in 
the hearts and in the blood of Americans, when there was a 
people alien to us, not of our blood, in whom we had no espe
cial interest, and whom tyranny trampled upon, demanded that 
we should go to their rescu~ without hestitation, without prep
aration, without a fitting army or a competent navy, we did; 

_ and the yery fif"st step was to appropriate by a Yote that was 
unanimous, a vote in which the gentleman from Minnesota [1\Ir. 
TAw ""EY] participat~~f · a l?ote in which the gentleman from 1\fiS
souri [Mr. BARTHo;rPrJ ; · .. :t~nk, said "aye," we appropriated 
$uO,OOO,OOO, not for- ·tqe-S:ptri."pose of putting our Nation in that 
condition that it ought ·to have been for the purposes of that 
war, but to bring it up to eYen the peace standard that was 
creditable to the Nation. 

And, 1\ir. Chairman, one of the evidences that seems to me 
to be so important in this matter, that proves the war spirit of 
the Americans, is found in the fact that the $50,000,000 was put 
into the hands of the Prc:>sident without limitntion, except to ex
pend it to put us as nearly as possible into a war condition; and 
up to this moment, Mr. Chairman, there has been no request 
from any human being as to how that $50,000,000 was expended. 
· Now, Mr. Chairman--

The CHAIR~IAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. FOSS. I will yield five minutes more to the gentleman, 

if he desires. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Thank you. 
1\Ir. Chairman, I belieYe that now is the time to secure an 

efficient navy. That our navy is commensurate with 'our wants, 
I do not believe. The gentleman from 1\Iinne ota tells us, with 
gravity, that our situation is such that we need less of sea arma
ment than other nations may need; that we haye two coasts, the 
Atlantic and the Pacific, and therefore we do not need the same 
power upon the sea. I do not look <nt that fact as the gentle
man from Minnesota does. It seems to me, sir, that this separa
tion of onr coasts makes a larger navy more necessary. I think 

that the fact that we have 3,000 miles upon the Pacific, and a 
larger number of miles upon the Atlantic and the Gulf, to de
fend, the two being separated, requiring weeks in order to send 
relief from one to the other, makes it necessary that we should 
be prepared for any emergency. That is a source of weakness, 
not a source of strength. The gentleman says that no naval 
force from the West or from the Far East can ever reach our 
Atlantic coast in an efficient condition. 

I do not know that, Mr. Chairman, and the gentleman wlll 
pardon me if I express some doubt as to whether he knows it. 
'Vhat may be done is still a matter of conjecture, and especially 
what may be done by the Japanese now or by the Chinese in a 
score of years from now. I do not want war with any nation. 
I hope we never may have another declaration of war from our 
Government, but I want to be prepared for it, and as one of 
the means for securing answers to the prayers for peace that I 
put forth I want to see such a navy as will suggest to our pro
posed assailants that there is peril in the assault. I want him 
to know that assault can be repelled. I do not want the dis
graceful spectacle that has been witnessed time and again, at 
least on two or three occasions, because in our parsimony, or in 
our hopes for peace that have always been illusive, we have 
failed to prepare. 

Once, gentlemen may remember, when we were defying Great 
Britain and seeking war with her, the declaration was made 
when the only preparation that was indulged in was the build
ing of certain gunboats of about from 20 to 30 tons burden, each 
armed with a swivel gun, and so disproportioned was armament 
to hull that when the gun was fired across the side of a vessel 
H immediately capsized and proceeded to the bottom of the river 
that it was to defend. [Laughter.] And our whole defense 
when we went into the war of 1812 was 67 out of 200 gunboats 
of that character. [Applause]. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] . 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? [After a pause]. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I firmly believe that if we 
should adopt the amendment, it will be taken as a declaration 
to the world that we do not expect and that we do not desire 
war. I belie"l'e that it will contribute to the success of the 
efforts of the patriotic and intelligent men throughout the 
world who have dedicated themselves to the honorable work 
of preserving peace, and who hope and expect that this country 
will lead in that great work. It is reasonable to expect it, 
because we are so situated that we need not look upon an 
assault from any outside government on earth as containing 
the least element of success should such an assault be made. 
Our isolation, which really is splendid, added to the resources 
of the country, makes us absolutely secure. 

Mr. Chairman, both Houses ot Congress constantly preach 
economy, and just as persistently pract~ce extravagance. This 
bill is a striking illustration of . the extravagance that has 
characterized us for a number of years. Briefly, I want to call 
attention to a few figures, and ask tl;lat gentlemen consider 
them before they cast their vote upon this amendment. Last 
year, as I recall it, the Committee on Naval Affairs carried 
through this House a bill that appropriated about $103,000,000. 
That bill was increased when it reached the other legislative 
body, until finally the appropriation carried was one hundred 
and twenty-two million six hundred and sixty-two thousand 
and odd dollars. The estimates submitted to the committee 
for this particular bill were in amount $134,393,447.99. The 
bill exceeds the estimates by a considerable figure, for it carries 
$135,662,888.25. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman right there? 
1\Ir. SLAYDEN. Yes; but, 1\Ir. Chairman, I have only .five 

minutes. I will yield if the gentleman will agree to give mo a 
little time. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, go on. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, that committee which is 

headed by the gentleman from Illinois is unique among the com
mittees of this House. We have a bill brought in by that com
mittee that exceeds the estimates submitted to the committee 
by the department. 

Mr. FOSS. I will give the gentleman further time if he will 
permit me to interrupt him. 

l\Ir. SLAYDEN. How much time will the gentleman give me? 
Mr. FOSS. I want to say to him that the department neyer 

sent in estimates for the new ships; but in this bill we have 
appropriated about $15,000,000 for the new ships, and these 

·• 
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esemates are not sent in as regular estimates submitted by the 
Secretary of the Tre..'lsury, and that is the reason why. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The bill exceeds the estimate, and that is 
the point. In the gentleman's argument he undertakes to show 
that his committee is not controlled by bureau estimates. I am 
glad to hear it, but if he is right in his contention I am forced 
to the conclusion that estimates are persistently made greater 
than actual requirements, for, notwithstanding he claims to be 
economical, his appropriations grow so steadily and rapidly that 
I fear he and his committee will soon bankrupt the Government. 
I fear that estimates are deliberately made excessive in order 
to get what the department really wants. They ask for four 
ships when they want two, and so on. 

Mr. Chairman, I think there is nothing more absurd than 
the alarm that gentlemen feel about the dangers that they sup
pose menace us from the East. 

According to the table prepared by the committee and sub
mitted by them, the entire tonnage of the Japanese Government, 
built and building, is 440,000 tons, against 770,408 tons, built 
and building, on the part of the United States, which does not 
include the two battle ships, the Flm·ida and the Utah. Take 
these in your estimate, and it will very materially increase the 
diffei·ence in our favor as compared with that of Japan. 

Mr. Chairman, the coincidence of the consideration of this 
bill and these alarms of war, with which year by year our 
people are frightened, has commanded my attention for some 
time, and it makes me suspicious . of the sincerity of the pleas 
that are made for the increase of the navy. It has happened 
when our fleet is in the Pacific Ocean that Germany was the 
favorite enemy. It happens that when our fleet is upon the 
Atlantic, Japan is our favorite enemy; and I am forced to be
lieve that if we should send our fleet to the Arctic, then Ar
gentina would be the favorite enemy of these gentlemen, who 
want to tear down the doors of the Treasury and expend every 
dollar that can be collected from the people by extravagant and 
unfair taxation. 

Japan has a navy just a little more than half as large as 
ours. She has just emerged from a war that everybody will 
admit exhausted her physically and :financially. She won every 
battle in that great strugglt.=>., but each victory brought her 
nearer to exhaustion. Had Russia only persisted a little 
longer-and no thoughtful student of events doubts that she 
would have persisted but for internal disorders-a different 
story in all probability would have been written. 

This is no impeachment of the character and courage of the 
Japanese. The sacrifices they made for their fatherland, their 
resistless and patriotic enthusiasm, testify to their character, 
and their courage is proven by their conduct in the greatest 
battles ever fought. 

But courage and enthusiasm alone do not wage wars and 
win battles. In the long run it is resources that count. 

Japan has a population about half as great as ours. Her 
people cultivate farms that average in area only 3 or 4 acres. 
Every member of a Japanese family, from the oldest down to 
the youngest that can possibly do so, and of both sexes, has 
to be almost continuously at work to keep from starving. A 
drought or a flood, a disaster of any sort, seriously affects the 
whole people. Famine is created in Japan or China or India 
by conditions that would hardly secure a newspaper paragraph 
in the United States. 

To-day the credit of Japan, the victor, is hardly so good as 
that of Russia, the defeated. Market quotations of national 
credit issues tell the tale. 

Over against Japan's limited resources and smaller popula
tion, her famine conditions and reduced credit, I place our own 
vast country with its enormous population and resources that 
are beyond computation and comprehension. 

I ask you to look at the quotation of her 4 per cent bonds 
and compare them with the market value of our 2 per cent 
bonds. I ask you to be reasonable and practical in your con
sideration of this absurd war scare. 

On our side of the Pacific Ocean Japan has no coal or coaling 
stat ions. On all the Pacific. coast, from the Isthmus to the State 
of Washington, there is no coal. We find it only in British 
Columbia. It is preposterous to think that England would per
mit her colony to give such aid and comfort to an enemy of 
the United States as to equip her with a war material like 
coal. The English are not only our kinsmen, they are also 
sensible people. They need us in trade, to take the lowest pos
sible view of their probable course of action in such a con
tingency as gentlemen seem to fear. 

If Japan were to send war ships to our shores on a hostile 
mission they would be helpless when they got here. England 
alone could be of assistance in that crisis, and common sense 
tells us she would not take sides against us. 

Californians are needlessly alarmed-it they are alarmed, 
which I doubt. 

A distinguished military officer told me the other day that 
San Francisco was perfectly defended-overdefended were his 
exact words-against an attack from the sea. 

Suppose-and it is a wild and an absurd conjecture-that 
Japan could land an army. We wouldn't be idle. We could 
meet it, and I know that we could take care of it, too. 

We are gradually erecting a system of coast defenses from 
Maine to western Texas and from southern-California to north
ern Washington. The Atlantic defenses are nearly, if not quite, 
complete. The Gulf has not yet been as perfectly fortified as 
it will be, and that work is now being done. I am willing that 
it should be abandoned until my Pacific coast brethren have had 
their nerves quieted. We are not alarmed either for our com
merce or our lives. 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that we are military mad. Much 
more than half of our revenues are now devoted to military, 
naval, and pension expenses. Our schools are training depots 
for soldiers. Half the students are in uniform. A commission 
in the army or navy is looked upon as the greatest reward that 
our young men can seek. It spells ruin for the Republic unless 
we can reverse the thoughts of our people. 

The Declaration of Independence is out of fashion. It was 
described by one of our uniformed statesmen as a " damned 
inflammable document." We govern 10,000,000 alien people 
against their will. A large number of people hope to govern 
more yet in the West Indies. This expansion, this government 
of an alien people, is tied up with the military idea. It requires 
more armies and navies, more commissions, and more promo
tions, and so it is popular. 

If we had not committed the political crime and stupidity o:t 
acquiring the Philippines, we would never have heard of war 
with Japan; and even the most timid will admit that we would 
have been in no danger if such a war had come under such 
circumstances. 

But Japan wants no war. Her rulers are wise men; they 
know how such a war would end. They have shown ability of 
the highest order, and they will never be persuaded that a little 
success in the Philippines, or even a foray on the Pacific coast 
of North America, will compensate them for the price they 
would finally pay. 

Another thought I would like for Members to consider before 
they vote for the big increase in the navy. 

These tremendous appropriations, plus the deficit that will be 
more than $125,000,000 by June 30 of the current year, will in
definitely postpone the river and harbor work that we all want 
in order that our commerce may be prospered. 

Which will you have, deeper harbors and better river naviga
tion, with the cheaper freight rates that they will bring, or more 
battle ships that we do not need and that will be in the scrap 
heap in ten years? 

I insert with my remarks the document entitled "Thirty Rea
sons Why Our Navy Should Not Be Enlarged." 

THIRTY REASONS WHY OU:R NAVY SHOULD OT BE ENLARGED. 

The following statement of reasons why our navy should not be en
larged is issued with the indorsement of a· large body of the leadlng men 
of the country, including Charles Francis Adams, Jane Addams, Samuel 
Bowles, John Graham Brooks, Andrew Carnegie, James Duncan, Presi
dent Faunce, of Brown University, A. B. F a rquhar, Edwin Ginn, Wash
ington Gladden, Edward Everett Hale, William D. H owerls Chester 
Holcombe, Prof. William James, Rev. Charles E . Jeffer son, President 
Jordan, of Leland St anford University, Bishop William N. Mc~ickar, Ma r
cus Marks, N. 0. Nelson, Ckn. William J. Palmer, Rev. Cha rles H . P ark
hurst, George Foster Peabody, Bliss Perry, Dean Henry Wade Rogers, 
of the Yale Law School, Prof. William G. Sumner, Lincoln Steffens, 
Ida Jtl. Tarbell, President Thwing, of Western Reserve Univet·sity, 
President Thompson, of the State University of Ohio, Booker T. Wash
ington, Rabbi Stephen S. Wise, President Mary ID. Woolley, of Mount 
Holyoke College, and others. 

1. Because we have fought foreign foes-English, Spanish, and Mexl
can---Qnly six years ln the one hundred and twenty-five year s since the 
Revolution. In every foreign war we made the first attack. With 
less danger from attack than any other nation, we are now spending 
more for past war and preparation for future war than any other 
nation In the world. 

2. Because our extent of coast line has little relation to danger from 
attack. The second Hague conference has provided for immunity from 
bombardment of all unfortified towns and from levying contr·ibutions 
by threat of bombardment. We should be safer still If we reduced forti
fications, as one of our delegates to The Hague has said. 

3. Because The Hague conference also pro~ided for arbitra tion of 
disputes over contractual debts, thereby removmg excuse for our keep
ing a navy to prevent forcible collection of such debts of South America 
to Europe. 

4. Because a navy is less needed than ever to protect South America, 
as it is now perfectly ·capable of a defensive alliance among its nations 
to repel any wanton attack from outside. Reasons which made the 
Monroe doctrine necessary when there was a " holy alliance " and the 
weak South American t·epubllcs were unconnected by telegraphs or 
railroads have no application when modern communications, soon to 
include the Panama Canal, and enormously increa sed population, wealth, 
and mutual friendship make them now far from eager to continue our 
overlordshlp. With the price of a few torpedo boats we might secure 
by education and diplomacy a federation of South American states. 
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5. Because there is no danger from China, a peace-loving . nation 

friendly to us. Our return of the indemnity has done more to promote 
peace with her than anything else could do. According to the testimony 
of Ambassador Luke Wright, of Hon. John W. Foster, of Secretary Taft, 
and of over 100 missionaries to Japan, familiar with he1· language, cus
toms, and politics, there is not the slightest foundation for the violent 
and frothy talk which is emanating from a few Americans against 
Japan and is poisoning the minds of millions of our uninformed citi
zens. Said Ambassador Wright : "The talk of war between tbis coun
try and Japan is not even respectable nonsense." Tl:ie 100 missionaries 
say: "We desire to place on record our profound appreciation of the 
kind treatment which we experience at the bands of both Government 
and people ; our belief is that the alleged belligerent attitude of the 
Japane e does not represent the real sentiments of the people. We wish 
to bear testimony t'o the sobriety, sense of international justice, and 
freedom from aggressive designs exhibited by the great majority of the 
Japanese people." Nothing could do more to develop the opposite 
feeling that the baseless assumption and insulting statements published 
by certain irresponsible newspaperS" and military men. 

6. Because· of an excessive, unhealthy reliance on force in our country 
ln recent years, which calls attention away from the real foes at home 
to supposititious foreign enemies. Its spirit fills the newspapers with 
reckless, unfounded suspicions and accusations, distorting historic 
statements, promotes constant talk about war and preparati{)n for war, 
of maneuvers, promotions, and technical details, and makes us blind 
to the real sources of our greatest loss of life and property. 

7. Beeau e our three foreign wars since 1781, which lasted only six 
years, cost in life, all told·, in battle nothing comparable with our reck
less slaughter by accidents every year in time of peace. The $60,000,-
000 increase of the navy asked for last year, if spent in fighting dis
ease, ignorance, waste, and wickedness at home, probably could save as 
much life and property as all our foreign and civil wars have cost. In 
five years we have lost alone by fire

1 
largely preventable, $1,200,000,000. 

8. Because we are already spendrng over 65 per cent of the Nation's 
re-venue ln payment for past war and in preparation for future war, and 
have but one-third of our national revenue left for judicial and execu
tive departments, coast guard, light-houses, quarantine, custom-houses, 
post-offices, census, waterways, forestry, consular and diplomatic serv
ice, and all other constructive work. 

9. Because we have increased our expenditure for defense 200 times 
during a period when our population has increased only 22 times, our 
coast line perhaps 3 times, and our danger from attack not at all. 

10. Because we are protected by nature as is no other country, and 
have not the excuse for a great navy whleh England has, nor for a 
strong army which Germany has. Our wealth is as great a. protection 
as our geographical position. We supply our own necessities- and are 
not dependent, as many nations are. General Sheridan said that no 
nation on the Continent of Europe had sufficient ships to spare to bring 
over enough soldiers to carry on one campaign so far from its base of 
supplies. 

11. Because we shall need no navy to protect the Phiiippines if we 
but ask the nations to pledge preservation of their autonomy when we 
grant them their independence. No nation could refuse or would dare 
wantonly break such a pled~e made to the world. The neutralization, 
in this manner, of exposed pLaces is one of the most successful methods 
of preventing wru· which we can further use. The pledge between 
the United States and Great Britain to remove battle ships and forts 
from our Canadian border has since 1817 secured peace at no expense 
on over 3,000 miles of frontier. Without this pledge we sh{)tlld prob
ably have bad war. So long as this line is unguarded_ we shall never 
fight Great Britain. 

12. Because all the great nations, ln one place or another, are secur
Ing safety from territorial aggrandizement by pledging territorial in
violability. All the nations on the Baltic and North seas signed treaties 
in April, 1908, to respect each other's territory on those waters. Tur
bul~nt Central America has secured peace by similar methods. It is the 
method of the future. 

13. Because, in spite of our strategic position and the fact that 
Europe largely depends on us for food, we are spending for defense more 
than France and only 36,000,000 less than Germany, ru1d only $66,-
000,000 less than Great Britain, which has possessions to protect around 
the globe and is unable to feed herself except by imports. 

14. Because labor put into the construction of armaments could be 
better employed to increase 9ur insufficie~t railroad. capacity and as 
many men could be employed m making rails and engrnes, of which we 
have too few to move our crops, as in making armor plate and instru
ments of destruction. 

15. Because the recent arbitration treaties signed with Great Britain, 
France, Norway, Spain, Portugal, Switzerland, Japan, and Germany 
minimize the possibility of war with those countries, and we have no 
fear of any others. 

16. Because, as was unanimously agreed at the arbitration confer
ence in 1904 in Washin~ton, attended by a great body of our most emi
nent public men, there IS no question of " honor" or "vital interest " 
which can not be arbitrated, except, of course, that of autonomy, which 
can be secured by international pledge, and in our case is beyond 
menace. Some of the smaller nations have already agreed to arbitrate 
every question. There is no excuse for increased armaments until we 
have at least tried to get the great powers to pledge themselves to 
arbitrate e-very question with us. 

17. Because we can secure far greater safety by expending on a peace 
budget a small amount every year, say, $1 out of every thousand voted 
for armaments. Last year that woula have been $220,000, which in 
the bands of a commission, could have brouJ>ht 100 eminent Japanese 
here ru1d sent 100 of our Congressmen and editors to Japan. Banquets 
speeches, interviews, lectures., etc., would have brought about an unde/ 
standlng and friendship which might have easily prevented the vote for 
a new Dreadnought. This method was recommended by the Interpar
Uamentary Union, and is worth more even than the ounce of preven
tion which is worth a pound of cure. Courtesy and good will are more 
powerful than explosives in preventing war. 

18. Because Ill . national and racial arrogance is growing in our coun
try, and bumptious talk about our being "master of the Pacific" 
though there are ten other nations bordering on it, is leading a part 
of our press and people to insult and irritate other peoples with the 
sense of impunity in our impudence which a huge na-vy lends. We as 
well as other nations, have found easy euphemisms to ease our con
sciences when using our military power to further our own ends We 
shall be far less likely to be bot-headed and rash and to rush into 
needless war if we do not increase our navy. It is naive conceit to 
say that we are so peaceful and just that we can never be tempted to 
wage a needless war. The war with Mexico was fought in the· interest 
of slavery, and was called iniquitous by General Grant~ who fought 1n 

it. Said Secretary of State Sherman concerning the Spanish war, 
" We could have adjusted our difficulties without the loss of blood and 
treasure." Said Congressman Boutelle, ''President McKinley, if Con
gress ha~ left the matter to him, would have secured everything we 
wanted m Cuba without the sacrifice of one drop of .American or 
Spanish. blood." 

1~. Because qur navy is already so large as to incite other nations 
to mcrease theirs. Our naTal increase was quoted last year in the 
French Assembly as an argument for a French increase. This senseless 
ri-valry is driving certain would-be customers of ours toward bank
ruptcy. 

20. Because Increase of our navy does not increase respect of for
eigJ?ers for us . . Respect can be given only to moral qualities. Out 
indifference to lawlessness and our erne corruption are well known 
abroad. We have no more moral influence than we had thirty years 
ago, when every monarchy ln Europe was being sapped by oru· democ
racy. Plutocracy and militarism make us talked of and dreaded, but 
!J-Ot respected. Many, perhaps, are gladi that we are being hampered' 
1n our race for commercial S"Upremacy by saddling ourselves with the 
Old World's military burdens. 

21. Because our dignity no more depends on battle ships than upon 
light-houses or: fire engines. We should feel pride it we are safe enough 
~o dispense With a. few. A European city built of stone rejoices that 
1t d:oes n{)t nee.d our costly fire apparatus. A large na-vy is a con
fessiOn of conscious weakness or timidity. 

22. Be.cause increase qf the navy is an implication that new dangers 
are ln sight and old fnends are to be suspected. It arouses rivalry 
and irritation with other nations. The two nations to-day who are 
the most armed are ln the most danger of fighting. Just as Germany's 
and England's increase of naval power mutually irritates each other, 
so Japan's military skill has stirred the emulation of our jingoes, 
masking themselves under the conce.ited plea that we are par excellence 
the- peaceful people of the world and can do no wrong with our navy. 

23. Because •• a decent respect for the opinion of mankind " ought 
to be mo!e and more the controlling motive of nations as of individuals. 
A navy IS but a small element in our defense, even from foreign foes. 
to say nothing of defense from our far greater domestic dangers to 
life and property. We have been secure from attack with our fieet at 
the antipodes. 

24. Because the demand for it comes chiefly from those who ignore 
the new subsp.tutes for war, and whose military training fits them only 
to kill eneDlles b.ut not to prevent friends becoming enemies. They 
understand explosi-ves, but not human nature or polities or diplomacy 
O! th~ methods which. have produced the astounding bloodless revolu
~IOn m Turkey, or the demand comes from the class which supplies 
Implement& of war and surreptitiously keeps up war scares which the 
gullible voters make profitable to them. 

25. Because declaration of nonintercourse embodied ln treaties is a 
feasible .. and_ fa_r mor:e powerful force. We would . better spend our 
energy m studyrng this new a~ent, advocated by Justice Brewel' of the 
Supreme Court and other abie men, now made possible by modern 
conditions of communication and politics .. If one tithe of the $60,.-
000,000 asked for were spent on an educatwnal' campaign for a pledge 
of nonin~erc.our~;>e from England, France, and· the United States against 
any nation wh1ch attacked one ·or them. and refused to arbitrate, it. 
would do more to keep the world's peace than all their navies~ Were
two of these strong nations previousl-y to make public their signed 
agreements to withdraw diplomats and stop commerce upon wanton 
attack on the third power, no nation would ever attack the third. The, 
declaration would suffice. This is a totally different thing from the old
fashioned embargo declared by one nation on another after war began 
Even the lillilrganized Chinese boycotts.- not backed by the Chinese 
Government, made us remove injustices, and more recently coerced 
Japan. If in fifteen years 400,000,000 organized Chinese refuse to 
buy goods if they are ill treated, the greatest navies will avail nothing 
to get their markets. 

26. Because new inventions in all probability will make existing 
armaments use1ess before Japan, even if she wanted to attack us 
could recuperate from her financial drain sufficiently to do so. Ail 
ships may make battle ships useless-. 

27. Because an increase of the navy argues infidelity to the great 
achievements of The Hague conventions. It is childishly inconsistent 
to create more force when better methods are being substituted for it. 

28. Because every enlargement of the navy draws men from con
structive wo.rk. It keeps them always on the outlook for the trouble 
which alone could give them the sense of being of real service and im-

. portance, and getting promotions and honors. Advocates of large 
navies are notably skeptical ab{)ut other methods than force for pro
moting peace, and draw the attention of the public away from the 
quiet and e1'l'ective to the old-fashion-ed methods which tickle eye and 
ear with noisy and spectacular effects. 

29. Because by lowering excessive tariffs and thus promoting com
mercial fraternity we could do more for peace than through intimida
tion by armaments. 

30. Because we have not the faintest ground to suspect there will 
ever be a war again with England so long as our northern frontier is 
free from her fortifications; nor with Spain, whose interests hereafter 
can not cross ours; nor with any of the other nations with whom we 
have always been at peace, and who could fight us only at a range o:ll 
thousands of miles from theilr base of supplies. We are especially 
secure, as Europe is dependent on us for a large share of her food sup
ply, and the Orient has everything to lose and nothing to gain by at
tacking us. The "Yellow Peril" is a psychological obsession of a few 
scaremongers who do not read oriental languages or respect people 
who have not white skins, but who translate their suspicions into 
statements which are not facts, and help create the very hostility that 
would excuse their cry for an increased navy. 

JANUA.Il.Y 15, 1909. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to inquire what time has been 
consumed on both sides? 

The CHAIRMAN. The · gentleman from South Carolina has 
consumed· forty minutes' time and the gentleman from Illinois 
twenty-one minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not hesitate, Mr. Chairman, to say 
that I yield to no gentleman upon the floor of this House a 
greater desire to preserve the peace of our country than I en
tertain myself. I was glad to hf:ar the distinguished gentleman 
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from Iowa [1\fr. HEPBURN] express the views that he did in re
gard to his desire to preserve peace. 

He knows, as I do, the horrors of war, for we have both ex
perienced it in all its terrors, aud he js anxious, as I am, to pre
serve peace. Yet I believe, Mr. Chairman, in the wise and patri
otic policy " That in the time of peace we should prepare for 
war." Not a war of oppression, but for defense. I am an advo~ 
cate of the two battle ships recommended by the Naval Com
mitte--, and shall vote against the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Carolina to strike these battle ships from the bill. I 
find ample justification for thus voting in one interest relating 
to the increase of cotton consumption in the South. Born and 
reared in the South, loving all of its traditions, as I do, I am 
eager to aid to develop the wealth and power that the South 
holds in its unquestioned monopoly in ·the great staple-cotton. 
It is more to the interest of the South to-day and the advance
ment and welfare of our cotton interests than any other section 
of the Union, that we should be prepared to defend the conten
tion that we are making to-day for supremacy in trade when our 
rights or interests are denied or imperiled by anyone. 
· ·who can forget that it was but a few short months since 

that Japan, with the passive consent of Russia, was preparing 
to violate one of the most important provisions of the Ports
mouth treaty by disregarding the sovereignty of China in Man
churia? Japan sought by the right acquired to build railroads 
to usurp the authority of China, which meant the "closing of 
the open door of trade." Who stopped it? It was the protest 
of Great Britain, with the aid and cooperation of the Govern
ment of the United States. Why was it stopped? It was be
cause Japan was threatening "the open door," which the South 
depends on to enlarge her cotton-cloth- trade with China·, Japan, 
and Manchuria. We depend ".on this · China trade because our 
southern mills manufacture the coarse grade of cotton cloth. 
Have we forgotten that in the Boxer troubles in China the 
cotton mills of Georgia and Alabama and other Southern 
States were to a great extent injured by this disturbance in 
the decreased product of their mills? Then I say that it is 
more important, in my judgment-if I am allowed to use that 
argument in behalf of the advancement of the interests of the 
South in its great expectations of the cotton trade-to stand by 
a condition that keeps us prepared to assert our authority when 
our rights are invaded. I am earnestly for peace. 

I do not, Mr. Chairman, advocate this measure to-day in 
order to put my country even with Great Britain in the number 
of battle ships, or with Germany or with France or with any 
other of the great powers of the world, but I advocate it simply · 
on the common-sense grounds that we ought to be prepared, 
not by any means to be aggressive, but to assert our authority 
and protect our rights. I am not an alarmist. I see no reason 
to believe that we are likely to have war with Japan. I am 
one of that class who believes that Japan is in no manner pre
pared or willing to go to war with us. In fact, Mr. Chairman, 
I do not see any war cloud above our horizon. I have an 
abiding faith in the diplomatic wisdom of our country to ayoid 
war and preserve peace with all the powers of the world. But 
when I see, Mr. Chairman, the great struggle that we are 
participating in-that we must take part in-with the -great 
powers of the world for the supremacy of trade and commerce, 
I realize, as a practical proposition, friction and strife of a 
most serious character may arise at any time. If we are pre
pared and ready to assert .and defend our rights, the friction 
and trouble over commercial interests are not so likely to arise. 
Being ready is a wholesome preventive of war and the strongest 
maintenance of peace. It is, Mr. Chairman, in the interests of 
the honor and manhood of our Republic that I am an advocate 
of a sufficient navy. We all admit that if we ever have war 
with any nation it will occur on the "high seas." 

I am, Mr. Chairman, opposed to what gentlemen denounce 
as "governmental extravagance," and would vote to curtail 
expenses when I can consistently with the welfare of our coun
try. I do think it a wise policy to build and keep up a good 
navy. 

[The. time of Mr. RICHARDSON having expired, he asked unani
mous consent for three minutes more.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not control the time. 
Mr. BUTLER. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman the 

three minutes which have been promised me. He will ad\ocate 
this proposition more eloquently than I could. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for three 
minutes more. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thank the gentleman from Pennsy1\a
nia. I say, Mr. Chairman, it is not a spirit of ri\alry to equal 
other nations on my part that actuates me to contend for these 
battle ships. I care not how many Great Britain has. Strike 
out the two battle ships, and what condition do you leave us 

, 

in? Are we thus to ;I bandon the wise policy of gradually en
larging and improving our navy? I have been taught, sir by a 
grea.t Alabamia~, who was Secretary of the Navy, and wh~ took 
an Immense pnde in laying the foundation of an improved 
nav;v, that such a policy was wise and patriotic. 
S~ce I have b~en a 1\!ember of Congress I have advocated 

the rmprovement of our navy by a fixed policy of authorizing 
annually the construction of a certain reasonable number of 
battl.e ships until we could fairly say that we were, as a Re
public, prepared for any contingency. I did not consider these 
views. chimerical, and I do not now. I know I differ with many 
of my Democratic colleagues on this side. I am not the victim . 
of "frenzy, hysteria, or mania." I say, 1\Ir. Chairman that we 
ought to look at it practically, not influenced by what the Presi
dent of the United States may have said or done, but look at it 
from a common-sense business view, in the interests of our 
country. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gen
tleman 'from New York [1\!r. HARRISON]. 

Mr. HARRISON. l\Ir. Chairman, I hope this committee will 
vote for two battle ships. I listened to the argument made last 
year by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] and this year 
to the !?entleman from Missouri [l\1r. BARTHOLDT], and I can 
agree With them only in so far as they believe that no war is im
minent. I believe that no war threatens the United States to- · 
day; but when the gentleman from Missouri proceeds to maintain 
that the defense of this country rests on what he is pleased to 
call "the enlightened sentiment of the world" I would tell him 
that when the time of need comes the defense of the United 
States rests upon the battre ships and upon the strong right 
arm of the .American people. [Applause.] 

The gentleman says that he attended the last congress at The 
Hague. Well, so did I; and I want to ask the gentleman 
whether, in pursuance of his belief that the enlightened con
science of the world is sufficient to maintain the rights of a non
military nation; he recalls that the delegates of the "Hermit 
Kingdom" knocked at the door of that conference, demanding 
in the name of peace that the delegates should secure to them 
their threatened independence, which they had held for more 
than a thousand years, and I will ask the gentleman whether 
he did not see the doors of that conference shut in their faces'! 

I will ask the gentleman from Ohio the further question, 
whether, in pursuance of his stated faith that the peace of the 
world rests upon the enlightened conscience of mankind, he 
can not recall that a few years ago the greatest military im
perial power of modern times engulfed the independent nation 
of the Boers in the pursuit of territorial aggra:udizement? 

1\fr. Chairman, in the three minutes allotted to me I have not 
time to go into this question very deeply, but I · advocate the 
building of these two battle ships as a measure of insurance, 
because I believe that this is the best way to insure peace; and 
if war ever does -come, I want to be able to feeT iri my own 
heart, and I want to be able to tell my family, that while there 
was time I did my share in maintaining the national defense. 
lApplause.] 

1\fr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, this side has consumed inore 
time than the other. We only have two additional speeches, 
and I would like to have gentlemen use some time on that side. 

1\fr; FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. BATES]. 

l\fr. BATES. 1\fr. Chairman, I trust the amendment offered 
striking out the battle ships from the naval programme this year 
will be voted down. I believe in standing by the President of 
the United States and the General Naval Board, of which Ad
miral Dewey is chairman; also the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy and the unanimous recommendation of 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs. They all ask us to vote 
for at least two new ships. I believe it is the duty of this Amer
ican Congress to continue the nayy of this country in its present 
state of efficiency, and if I make no other point in tlle few 
moments allotted to me, I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that a 
vote for this amendment to strike the battle ships out of the 
naval programme is~ vote in favor of going backward, and in 
favor of actually losing ground. I do not believe that the Amer
ican people who send us here desire that the navy shall retro
grade and fall below the present state of efficiency in which we 
have placed it in the last ten years. We will go back on our 
splendid record of the last decade if we -vote for this amend
ment striking the two battle ships out of the naval programme. 

In 1892, 1893, and 1894 authorization was made for the 
building of certain ships of war. They were the Ind iana, the 
Massachusetts, the Oregon, the Brooklyn, the Iow a, .and the 
Minnesota. Within a few years more these ships were equipped 
and delivered, and within two or three years more events occurred 
in this nation which made those names household words. 
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When these ships were authorized, when their keels were laid, 

when they were delivered to the country there was no more 
thought and no more danger of war than there is this minute, 
and it is not with the idea of the danger of war that the Naval 
Committee brings in the report authorizing the building of two 
battle ships this year. It is to be in consonance, in harmony 
with the naval programme which we have followed for the lasf 
ten years. These battle ships and cruisers, whose names I have 
called, are to-day obsolete and practically relegated to the ships 
of the second class. Not to build and not to authorize the build
ing of two or three or four battle ships each year is a vote of 
retrogression, because the life of an ordinary cruiser or battle 
ship is only fifteen or eighteen years. 

The gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Missouri 
talk of peace. I am a member of that same Interparliamentary 
Peace Conference that has met from year to year and to which 
they refer. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BATES. Certainly. 
Mr. MADDEN. Is it understood that ships authorized as 

recently as 1892, and perhaps built a little later, are now worth
less? 

stantly appropriate great sums of money, the task of getting 
us out of the Philippine Islands with honor, even though it be 
at a great cost in blood and treasure. I can· see that, having 
possession of the Philippine Islands, we are open to possible 
humiliation. Any nation wishing to engage in war with us, in 
my judgment, would naturally attack the Philippine Islands. 
They would obtain a footing there and 'they would intrench 
themselves and then we would be called upon to ship soldiers 
and to send our fleet to regain that which was of little or no 
advantage to us, but which became immensely important before 
we could ask our people to let us enter upon negotiations for 
a treaty of peace. He would be a brave man, indeed, who would 
urge negotiation of a treaty with the Philippine Islands in the 
possession of some power that had gone to war with us. So I 
belie1e that so long as we retain the Philippine Islands we must 
depend upon the navy to protect the national honor there and 
to prevent us from humiliation in that quarter. Consequently 
it is with confidence that I can go before my people to justify 
my act in voting for these two ships. [Applause.] 

[Mr. BURTON of Ohio addressed the committee. See Ap
pendix.] 

Mr. BATES. They are practically obsolete to-day. Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gentle-
Mr. MADDEN. What foundation has the gentleman for man from New York [Mr. CocKRAN] . 

making such a statement? Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, with alm·ost everything 
Mr. BATES. Just the fact; and if the gentleman desires to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] has said by way 

look it up, he can do so. It is the statement of the Secretaries of argument I am in hearty accord. For the oratorical em
of the Navy for the past ten years. I am as much in favor of bellishments of his speech I have unstinted admiration. From 
peace as the gentlemen who cry peace on this floor, but I want the conclusion he has reached my dissent is radical and pro-
to ask those apostles of peace- found. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] and the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. gentleman from· Ohio [Mr. BURTO~ both seem to labor under 
1\Ir. FOSS. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. the impression that it rests willi this country to decide for 
Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, what nation prevails most in itself whether there be a necessity for increasing its armament. 

crying peace, the efficient nation prepared for war or the weak, · In this I think both are radically mistaken, and from that 
pusillanimous nation .without any navy or army or any strength fundamental, original misconception they have rea:ched a con
whatever before the nations of the world? Who was it who elusion which, I submit to this body, it would be very dangerous 
made immortal the words "Let us have peace?" Was it a for us to adopt. 
weak, pusillanimous general who was lo3.ftng about Washington 1\Ir. Chairman, I am far from concurring with the state
displaying his epaulets? No; it was a man who was the great- ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] that every 
est commander this earth has ever seen, who had been a thun- generation must necessarily have its war. I believe that there 
derbolt in war and who had led his legions victorious in every is a prospect, and a steadily improving prospect, of peace 
battle, and when he said, ' ' Let us have peace,:• those words throughout the world. I believe that as we have seen such 
struck home and rang all around the world; and so with this progress during the last century that to-day men are moving 
Nation, if she is strong, if she is efficient, if she commands the about the highways in civilized communities without SWOl'ds at 
best navy on the globe, when she utters the words, "Let us their sides or arms in their hands, so we may hope to see the 
have peace,'~ those words will prevail in every portion of the nations realize before the close of this century that war and 
globe. [Applause.] preparations for war are a useless and senseless waste of 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit a question? I treasure and of energy. But even in the most highly civilized 
Mr. BATES. Yes. communities in this civilization of ours we are still compelled to 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Who is the more worthy citizen, the maintain jails and scaffolds, criminal courts and peace officers 

man with the revolver in his pocket or the other who goes un- to restrain some men from invading the rights of others. And 
armed? the nations have not yet reached the point, I am sorry to say, 

Mr. BATES. Let me say to the gentleman from Missouri where they can find it safe to put away their arms or disband 
that we always equip our policemen with weapons to be used their armie~ and trust for the maintenance of peace to the 
in case of necessity, and such officers are always most efficient merit of their policy or the excellence of their intentions. 
in compelling and maintaining peace. Not that they often use Mr. Chairman, while I believe it would be unsafe to hold that 
them, but the ·knowledge that they have arms makes their pres- war is an impossible contingency I am happy to say the tendency 
ence a sign of peace and tranquillity, never a sign of disturb- of e1ents everywhere is toward conditions which make for peace 
ance. throughout the world. The circle of regard for justice, among 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But I am talking about citizens. nations as among individuals, is widening every day. With 
The CHAIR..IAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- the gentleman from Ohio I do not believe there is a possibility 

pired. that war can ever be made upon this country through the de-
.1\lr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gen- liberately aggressive act of any foreign government. I am sure 

t leman from New Jersey [~Ir. HuGHES] . this Government will never undertake to make war on any 
Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I rise at this other country. If war is to come, it will be not through the 

time for the purpose of stating my position in regard to this policy or disposition of this Government or any other to make 
amendment, and my position with regard to the proposition to it, but in spite of all that every government can do to avert it. 
authorize two battle ships this year. I would be as willing as I do not believe there is the slightest possibility of war be
any man to curtail the n aval expenditures if this Nation of ours tween this and any Christian country. And I hold this belief, 
was in the position it was some years ago, and which the not because of the common civilization that all Christian na
fathers of the Nation fondly hoped and a dvised it would con- tions maintain, but by reason of necessities that bind them all 
tinue to be, but, in my judgment, the two battle ships carried in to this country in a common interest of vital importance. 
this appropriation bill are the natural corollary of the action of Were we at war to-morrow with any European power and 
this Government in taking possession of the Philippine Islands. if that power succeeded in closing our ports, to say nothb:tg of 
I believe that we made a gigan~c mistake when we carried the menacing the security of our cit ies, the stream of food supplies 
frontiers of our country thousands of miles into the ocean. I essential to the very existence of every other country would be 
am in favor now of getting rid of the Philippine Islands. dammed up, and e1ery neutral power would find it~elf forced 

I am not in favor exactly of the policy which has been de- by imperious necessity to interfere for the purpose of 1iberatinsr 
nominated by the term "scuttling," because I do not believe that stream of supplies, of which this bountiful soil of ours is 
that method would be e.'Iectual. I do not think you could bore an exhaustless fountain when cultivated by the matchless pro
a hole in the Philippine Islands and cause them to sink into the ductile energies of our people. And so, Mr. Chairman I dis
sea, because I ·belie1e that if it was possible to do that it would miss utterly and completely the possibility of attack 'on our 
have been done long ago. I belie1e that we must leave to the Atlantic coast line from any source. But on the Pacific I 
party which gave us this incubus, which hung this millstone discern a danger, and a serious one, which we can not afford 
around our necks, and which makes it necessary for us to con- to disregard. '.rhe gentleman from Ohio has himself described 
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conditions that establish beyond all question the existence of a is even more intense than ours. We have other passionate 
peril against which, it seems to me, we are bound to take pre- attachments besides our patriotic impul es. 
cautions in the discharge of our plain duty, not alone toward our ·with us love of family, love of children, love of parents. love 
own country, but to the civilization of which this country is the of friends are strong as loye of country. The Japanese RPllCar 
depository and the trustee. to have but one absorbing passion, and that is love of country; 

The gentleman says there has been a remarkable growth of one universal impulse, and that is pride of race. Let that be 
racial repulsion during the last few years. I do not admit there outraged and reprisals would follow inevitably as night the 
has been a growth of racial repulsion, because I believe it is im- day. What form would they take? That question is not dim
possible for that repulsion either to grow or diminish. It is in- cult to answer. In this country if any Japanese were lynched 
herent, irrepressible, unconquerable in all men-sometimes they would be laborers. Tllere are no American laborers that 
smoldering when races are far apart, leaping into life and could be lynched in Japan. In that counh·y there are American 
activity instantaneously and instinctively the moment they come merchants, American missionaries, American tourists, American 
in contact. Never yet have two races dwelt together peaceably officials. Picture to yourselves a contingency that is entirely 
in actual contact, except where one has consented to admit possible--conceive not a condition which is unprecedented or 
superiority of the other. [Applause.] To this fact all history wildly improbable, but the recurrence of a condition which has 
bears unbroken testimony. Gentlemen on this side of the already happened. Suppose that, as a number of Italians were 
Chamber, you have had demonstrated by experience-ample, re- lynched in New Orleans some years ago, a number of Japanese 
cent, and bitter-the truth of this proposition in the South. should be similarly done to death in California or Oregon, and . 
. Within a few years an attempt was made by constitutional pro- that the lynching of these Japanese laborers were followed by 
vision to establish two races on conditions politically equal in lynching of Americans belonging to a superior class in Tokyo. 
your own States. What was the result? One race immediately Do you believe it would be possible to preYent an ebullition of 
asserted its superiority over the other. No power could prevent feeling in this counh·y that would hurry us irresistibly into hos
that assertion or withstand its success. Every resource this tilities? Would you gentlemen who propose to vote against tills 
great Government could exercise was invoked, and all of them measure of precaution now, if an American consul were lynched 
proved unable to establish equality between these two races. in Tokyo, or a number of American missionaries were massacred 
Your state governments were in the possession of the race which in some other part of Japan-even under the provocation of 
you consider inferior. prior lynchings by Americans--would you come in here to 

The National Government, with its army, its Congress, by counsel peace and submission? It would be excellent counsel, 
. but it would fQ.ll upon deaf ears. 

overwhelming votes of both Houses, exhausted all the powers of There is but one way to make peace secure against resent-
civilized society in an effort to maintain the inferior race in ments provoked by acts of violence perpetrated in either country 
possession of the govern~ts they had seized, and all the on citizens of the other; and that is by making the force at the 
efforts of both governments, state and national, failed abso- disposal of one so de~isively preponderant that the hopelessness 
lutely. [Applause.] While the attempts to maintain equality of attacking it or its citizens will be obvious and unmistakable. 
continued, nothing but confusion and disturbance resulted. [Re- I would not be understood as defending, excusing, or palliat
newed applause.] ·The two races to-day dwell together in peace ing acts of violence by citizens of this country or any other. I 
with each other, and there is every vrospect of peace through- am merely describing conditions which I believe to be actual, 
out the future, because the condition of contact between them and urging measures to avert dangers which I believe to be 
~ow _Is. that one race, in act if not in word, acknowledges serious and portentous. 
inferwnty. Now, sir, I know it is suggested that even if these two battle 

But there are on the Pacific coast to-day two distinct races, ships are voted, they can not be constructed in time to meet an 
one of which will not acknowledge inferiority, and the other immediate emergency. But, sir, the necessity for building them 
will not acknowledge equality. One has held the ~oil for. many remains. One difficulty with this peril is that it is continuous. 
years. The other has but ~ecently appeared on It. This la~t I Our precautions must therefore be continuous. This peril can 
race has gro~ greatly .durmg the last few years, not ~nly I? not be averted by negotiations begun or terminated in a year. 
numbers, but rn po.ssesswns .. Everybody concedes that ~.this It will last until all, practically, members of that race whose 
growth should contrnue nothmg can prevent our fellow-citizens advent has provoked it shall have disappeared from our shores 
on the Pacific coast from taking measures to exclude all mem- and there is no prospect of their speedy disappearance. Eve~ 
bers of this alien r~ce: . Whether this ~etern;tination ~e _com- the negotiations undertaken by the President aim at gradual, 
mendable or otherwise IS not worth discussmg. It IS rnex- not at immediate, exclusion. [Applause.] 
orable. The President of the United States is now nego- [Here the hammer fell.] 
tinting to secure their exclusion by vo~untary coop.eration ~f Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle-
the Japanese Government. Whether h1s efforts will prevail man from Illinois how many more speakers he has on his side1 
or not we do not know. There is, however, one fact of great sig- Mr. FOSS. I think only one m:ore. 
ni?cance which we can not escap~ .. The Japanes_e Government Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great 
will not consent to-a treaty providing for excluswn. If there- deal of interest to the remarks of the gentleman :from New 
fore the meas_ures taken b:f their own Government to prev_ent York [l\fr. CocKRAN], and I feel compelled to say in reply that 
Japanese coolies from commg here should not prove effective, he is exh·avagant in suppositions. Peace and war in this day, 
then nothing will be left but passage by Congress .of an ~elusion are not made as they were generations and centuries ago. To
act. Such. an act ~ould be demanded by a public sentiment so day they are made in the counting houses of New York, London, 
overwhelmmg that It could not be resented. Everyone knows that Berlin and Paris. What informed man in this country does 
passage by the country of an exclusion law would be considered not k~ow that the peace of Portsmouth would not ha·ve been 
an act of unfriendliness by the Japanese Government. Diplomatic made had Japan been able to procure the sinews of war? It 
relations with us would very likely, ~lmost certainly, be broken 1 is a fact that she was compelled to accede to peace with Russia 
off: Will any gentleman here questwn that fact? Gentlemen I because she had exhausted her r esources. 
know what fol1owed in anoth~r part. of the. world. when that Now, Mr . . Chairman, I yield to no man, I hope, in patriotism 
same Government broke off diplomatic relations With a great and love of country. I do not speak as a southern man at all. 
European power. But, Mr. Chairman, even under such condi- I speak as an American citizen. And no one will go further 
tions, I do not believe the J apanese Government would make than I to uphold the honor and the glory of this country; but 
war upon us. I do not believe that it is necessary at this time to authorize 

So far as that Government is concerned I believe it would con- the building of two additional battle ships, at a cost of $25,
fine its manifestation of resentment or displeasure to a mere 000,000. And why? To-day we have six battle ships building. 
suspension of diplomatic intercourse. I may say, not in a spirit of unfriendly criticism, that it takes 

If war should come, I repeat, it will come not through the de- entirely too long to build a battle ship in this country-nearly 
sire of either Government to make it but in spite of everything or quite three and one-half years. In other countries one-half 
both Governments can do to preYent it. of this time is sufficient. Take the strength of the United States 

And I can conceive circumstances under which both Govern- Navy to-day, and, practica1ly speaking, it is second to the naval 
ments would be powerless to avert war. Suppose that racial strength of England. Another consideration, Mr. Chairman: In 
antipathy, which is unconquerable, should. under tlle sh·ess ten years a battle ship is obsolete and out of date. The battle 
of sc;:ue sudden excitement, take the form in California which · ~lJ.ip Oregon of ten years ago is to-day practically worthless as 
it actually took in New Orleans a feq-, years ago. Suppose that an engine of destruction. Yes, the building of battle ships by 
for some reason or other tl.lere was an outburst of racial hos- this country more than we have is unnecessary. Battle ships 
tilitv. in the course of which a number of Japanese were lynched are for aggression. I believe that the provisions in this bill for 
on hie Pacific coast. Do you think the Japanese in Tokyo or torpedo boats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and so on, engines for 
Nagasaki would allow it to pass without reprisal? If you defense, should be the policy for us to pursue at this time. U 
do, you have never visited that country. Their pride of race has been said that we must prepare for war. 
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What nation would send its fleet to the coast of America? 

Would they not be met at the entrance of every harbor in this 
country by submarine and torpedo boats, and would not their 
ebips be destroyed? And if worst came to worst, we would send 
fot the Wright brothers to come home. The time has come when 
navigation of the air is in order. 

I believe that voting out the provision in this bill for the con
struction of two more battle ships by the United States Govern
ment will make for the peace so much sought after by 'J'he 
Hague peace conference. When that conference meets again, it 
will not be met with the universal cry, truthfully made before, 
that while the nations of the world are crying peace they are 
preparing for war, each and every one of them all that it is able. 

So, .Mr. Chairman, the construction of two battle ships not be
ing necessary now on the ground of public policy or necessity, 
I have offered the amendment in good faith; and I will say that 
in the ten years I have been in Congress I have believed in sub
marines and torpedo boats and engines of defense, and this 
country is equipped to-day. I do not belie\e that any enemy 
could come here, or if they did come, would remain very long 
with a flag hostile to us floating over them. [Applause.] In 
extending my remarks I will insert the following : 

The following statement of reasons why our navy should not be en
larged is issued with the indorsement of a large body of the leading men 
of the country, including Charles Francis Adams, Jane Addams, Sam
uel Bowles, John Graham Brooks, Andrew Carnegie, James Duncan, 
President Faunce, of llrown University, A. B. Farquhar, Edwin Ginn, 
Washington Gladden, Edward Everett Hale, William D. Howells, Ches
ter Holcombe, Prof. William James, Rev. Charles EJ. Jefferson, Presi
dent Jordan, of Leland Stanford University, Bishop William N. Mc
Vickar, Marcus Marks, N. 0. Nelson, Gen. William J. Palmer, Rev. 
Charles H. Parkhurst, George Foster Peabody, Bliss Perry, Dean Henry 
Wade Rogers, of the Yale Law School, Prof. William G. Sumner, Lin
coln Steiiens, Ida M. Tarbell, President Thwing, of Western Reserve 
University, President Thompson of the State University of Ohio, 
Booker T. Washington, Rabbi Stephen S. Wise, President Mary E. 
Woolley, of Mount Holyoke College, and others: 

1. Because we have fought foreign foes, English, Spanish, and Mexi
can, only six years in the one hundred and twenty-five years since the 
Revolution. In every foreign war we made the first attack. With less 
danger from attack than any other nation, we are now spending more 
for past ·war and preparation for future war than any other nation in 
the world. 

2. Because our extent of coast line has little relation to danger from 
attack. The Second Hague Conference has provided for immunity 
from bombardment of all unfortified towns and from levying contribu
tions by threat of bombardment. * * * 

3. Because the Hague conference also provided for arbitration of 
disputes over contractual debts, thereby removing excuse for our keep
ing a. navy to prevent forcible collection of such debts of South Amer
ica to Europe. 

4. Because a navy is less needed than ever to protect South America, 
as it is now perfectly capable of a defensive alliance among its na
tions to repel any wanton attack from outside. Reasons which made 
the Monroe doctrine necessary when there was a " Holy Alliance " and 
the weak South American republics were unconnected by telegraphs · or 
railroads have no application when modern communications, soon to 
include the Panama ~anal, and enormously increased population, wealth, 
and mutual friendship make them now far from eager to continue our 
overlordship. With the price of a few torpedo boats we might secure 
by education and diplomacy a federation of South American States. 

5 . Because there is no danger from China, a peace-loving nation 
friendly to us. Our return of the indemnity has done more to pro
mote peace with her than anything else could do. According to the 
testimony of Ambassador Luke Wright, of Hon. John W. Foster of 
Secretary Taft, and of over 100 missionaries to Japan, familiar with 
her language, customs, and politics, there is not the slightest founda
tion for the violent and frothy talk which is emanating from a few 
Americans against Japan and Is poisoning the minds of millions of 
our uninformed citizens. Said Ambassador Wright: "The talk of war 
between this country and Japan isn't even respectable nonsense." The 
100 missionaries say: "We desire to place ·on record our profound 
appreciation of the kind treatment which we experience at the hands 
of both Government and people. Our belief is that the alleged bel
ligerent attitude of the Japanese does not represent the real senti
ments of the people. We wish to. bear testimony to the sobriety 
sense of international justice, and freedom from aggressive desians ex: 
hibited by the great majority of the .Japanese people." Nothing could 
do more to develop the opposite feeling than the baseless assumption 
and insulting statements published by certain irresponsible newspapers 
and military men. · 

6. Because of an excessive, unhealthy reliance on force in our coun
try in recent years, which calls attention away from the real foes at 
home to supposititious foreign enemies. Its spirit fills the newspapers 
with reckless, unfounded suspicions and accusations, distorting his
toric statements, promotes constant talk about war and preparation 
for war, of maneuvers, promotions, and technical details, and makes us 
blind to the real sources of our greatest loss of life and property. 

7. Because · our three foreign wars since 1781, which lasted only six 
years, cost in life, all told, in battle, nothing comparable with our 
reckless slaughter by accidents every year in time of peace. The 
$60,000,000 increase of the navy asked for last year, if spent in fight
ing disease, ignorance, waste, and wickedness at home, probably could 
save as much life and property as all our foreign and civil wars have 
cost. In five years we have lost alone by fire, largely preventable 
$1,200,000,000. In four years we have killed, by accident, largely 
preventable, 80,000 more than were killed on both sides in the four 
years of civil war. 

8. Because we are already spending over 65 per cent of the Nation's 
revenue in payment for past war and in preparation for future war 
and have but one-third of our national revenue left for judicial and 
executive departments, coast guard, light-houses, quarantine, custom
houses, post-offices, census, waterways, forestry, consular and diplo
matic service, and all other constructive work. 
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9. Because we have increased our eXpenditure for defense 200 times 
during a period when our population has increased only 22 times, our 
coast line .perhaps 3 times, and our danger from attack not at all. 

10. Because we are protected by nature as is no other country and 
have not the excuse for a great navy which England has nor for a 
strong army which Germany has. -Our wealth is as great a protection 
as our geographical position. We supply our own necessities and are 
not dependent, as many nations are. General Sheridan said that no 
nation on the continent of Europe had sufficient ships to spare to bring 
over enough soldiers to carry on one campaign so far from its base of 
supplies. 

11. Because we shall need no navy to protect the Philippines if we 
but ask the nations to pledge preservation of their autonomy when we 
grant them their independence. No nation could refuse or would dare 
wantonly break such a pledge made to the world. The neutraliza. 
tion, in this manner, of exposed places is one of the most successful 
methods of preventing war which we can further use. The pledge 
between the United States and Great Britain to remove battle ships 
and forts fTom our Canadian border has, since 1817, secured peace at 
no expense on over 3,000 miles of frontier. Without this pledge we 
should probably have had war. So long as this line is unguarded we 
shall never fight Great Britain. 

12. Because all the great nations, in one place or another, are secur
ing safety from territorial aggrandizement by pledging terrt!.'Orial in
violability. All the nations on the Baltic and North seas signed 
treaties in April, 1908, to respect each other's territory on those waters. 
Turbulent Central America has secured peace by similar methods. It 
is the method of the future. 

13. Because, in spite of our strategic position and the fact that 
Europe largely depends on us for food, we are spending for defense 
more than France and only $36,000,000 less than Germa~y and only 
$66,000,000 less than Great Britain, which has possessions to protect 
around the globe and is unable to feed herself except by imports. 

14. Because labor put into the construction of armaments could be 
better employed to increase our insufficient railroad capacity, and as 
many men could be employed in making rails and engines, of which 
we have too few to move our crops, as in making armor plate and in
struments of destruction. 

15. Because the recent arbitration treaties signed with Great Britain, 
France, Norway, S~ain, Portugal, Switzerland, Japan, and Germany 
minil:nize the possibility of war with those countries, and we have no 
fear of any others. 

16. Because, as was unanimously agreed at the arbitration confer
ence in 1904, in Washington, attended by a great body of our most 
eminent pnblic men, there is no question of " honor " or "vital inter
est" which can not be arbitrated, except, of course, that of autonomy, 
which can be secured by international pledge, and in our case is be
yond menace. . Some of the smaller nations have already agreed to 
arbitrate every question. There is no excuse for increased armaments 
until we have at least tried to get the ·great powers to pledge them
selves to arbitrate every question with us. 

17. Because we can secure far greater safety by expending on a 
peace budget a small amount every year-say one dollar out of every 
thousand voted for armaments. * * * This method was recom
mended by the Interparliamentary Union and is worth more even than 
the ounce of prevention, which is worth a pound of cure. Courtesy 
and good will are more powerful than explosives in preventing war. 

18. Because a national * * * arrogance is growing in our coun
try; and bumptious talk about our being " master of the Pacific," though 
there are ten other nations bordering on it, is leading a part of our press 
and people to Insult and irritate other people with the sense of impunity 
in our impudence which a huge navy lends. We, as well as other nations, 
have found easy euphemisms to ease our consciences when using our 
military power to further our own ends. We shall be far less likely 
to be hotheaded and rash and to rusl1 into needless war if we do not 
increase our navy. It is naive conceit to say that we are so peaceful 
and just that we can never be tempted to wage a needless war. * * * 
Said Secretary of State Sherman concerning the Spanish war : " We 
could have adjusted our difficulties without the loss of blood and treas
ure." Said Congressman Boutelle: "President McKinley, if Congress 
had left the matter to him, would have secured everything we wanted 
in Cuba without the sacrifice of one drop of .American or Spanish blood." 

19. Bec.ause our navy is already so large as to. incite other nations 
to increase theirs. Our naval increase was quoted last vear in the 
French Assembly as an argument for a French increase. This senseless 
rivalry is driving certain would-be customers of ours toward bank
ruptcy. 

20. Because increase of our navy does not increase respect of for
eigners for us. Respect can be given only to moral qualities. Our in
difference to lawlessness and our civic corruption are well known 
abroad. We have no more moral influence than we had thirty years 
ago, when every monarchy in Europe was being sapped by our democ
racy. Plutocracy and militarism make us talked of and dreaded but 
not respected. Many, perhaps, are glad that we are being hampered in 
our race for commercial supremacy by saddling ourselves with the Old 
World's military lrfJ.rdens. 

21. Because our dignity no more depends on battle ships than upon 
light-houses or fire engines. We should feel pride if we are· safe enough 
to dispense with a few. A European city built of stone rejoices that it 
does not need our costly fire apparatus. A large navy is a confession 
of conscious weakness or timidity. 

22. Because increase of the navy is an implication that new danaers 
are in sight and old friends are to be suspected. It arouses rivalry 'and 
irritation with other nations. 'rhe two nations to-day who are the most 
armed are in the most danger of fighting. Just as Germany's and 
England's increase of naval power mutually irritates each other so 
Japan's military skill has stirred the emulation of our jingoes, masking 
themselves under the conceited plea that we are par excellence the 
peaceful people of the world and can do no wrong with our navv. 

23. Because "a decent respect for the opinion of mankind'" ought 
to be more and more the controlling motive of nations as of individuals. 
A navy is but a small element in our defense even from foreign foes 
to say nothing of defense from our far greater domestic dangers to life 
and property. We have been secure from attack with our fleet at the 
antipodes. 

24. Because the demand for it comes chiefly from those who ignore 
the new substitutes for war and whose military training fits them 
only to kill enemie;:;, but not to prevent friends becomip~ enemie . They 
understand explos1ves, but not human nature or pohhcs or· diplomacy 
or the methods which have produced tbe astounding bloodless revolu
tion in Turkey ; or the demand comes from the class which supplies tm-
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plements of war and surreptitiousiy keeps up WM S<!ares Wfilch the 
gullible voters make profitable to them. 

25. Because declaration of nonintercourse embodied in treaties is a 
feasible and far more powerful force. We would better spend our 
ener y in studying this new agent, advo-cated by Justice Brewer, of the 
Supreme Court, and other able men, now made possible by modern con
ditions of communication and politics. It one tithe of the 60,000,000 
asked for were spent on an educational e:tmpaioon for· a pledge of non
intercourse from England, France, and the United States against any 
nation which att acked one of them and refused to arbitrate, it would 
do more to keep the world's peace than all their navies. Were two of 
thes strong nat ions previously to make public their signed agreements 
to withdraw diplomats and stop commerce upon wanton attack on the 
third power, no nation would ever attack the third. The declaration 
would suffice. This is a totally different thing from the old-fashioned 
embargo declared by one nation on another after war began. Even the 
unorganized Chinese boycotts, not backed by the Chfnese Government, 
made us remove injustices and more recently coerced' Japan. If in 
fifteen years 400,000,000 organized Chinese refuse to buy goods if they 
are ill treated, the greatest navies will avail nothing to get their 
markets. 

26. Because new inventions in all probability wnr make existing 
lll'maments useless before Japan, even if she wanted to attack us, could 
recuperate from her financial drain sufficiently to do so. Airships may 
make battle ships useless. 

27. Because an increase of the navy argues infidelity to the great 
achievements of The .Hague conventions. It is childishly inconsistent 
to create more force when better methods are being substituted for it. 

2 . Because every enlarooement of the navy draws men from con
structive work. It keeps them always on the outlook for the trouble 
which alon& could. give then. the sense of being of real service and im
portance and getting promotions and honors. Advocates of large navies 
are notably skeptical about other methods than force for promotin~ 
peace and draw the attention of the public. away from the quiet ana 
effective to the old-fashioned methoas which tickle eye and. ear with 
noisy and spectacular effects. 

29. Becau e by· lowering excessive tartirs- and thus promoting com
mercial fraternity we could do more for peace than through intimida.tlon 
by armaments. 

30. Because we have not the faintest ground. to" -suspect there will 
ever be· a war aga.in with England so long as our northern frontier iB 
free from her fortifications ; nor with Spain, whose interests hereaftel~ 
can not cross ours ; nor with any; of the other nations with whom we 
have always been a t peace and who could fight us only a.t a range of 
thousand or miles from their base of supplies. We are especially se
cu1'e, as Europe is dependent on us for a· large share of heu f.ood supply, 
and the Orient has everyt'fiing to lose and nothing to gain by attacking 
us. The " yellow veril " is a psychological obsession of a few scare
mongers • • • that would excuse their cry for an increased navy. 

JA:.-UA:RY 15; 1909. 

The CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\fr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the question before the House is 

this: The gentleman moves to strike out the authorization of 
two battle ships recommended by the committee to this House, 
and if this is sh·icken out there will be no battle ships author
ized this year. I wish to say to this committee that the Naval 
Committee in its recommendation. was not. moved by any war 
scare. It did not believe that we. would have· war with any 
country, but it has recommended two battle ships. instead of 
four battle ships,. as recommended by the general board and the 
Secretary of the Navy, and "also the President of the United 
States, fn consideration of the fact that we believe that the 
people of this country were in favor of maintaining our navy 
on an efficient basis; and in orqer to keep our navy up to the 
standard of efficiency such as we have to-day it would be neces
sary for us to authorize two ships. 

Another thing, the programme which was presented to the 
NaTal Committee by the Secretary of the Navy would haTe cost 
in the neighborhood of $70,000,000, but this· programme recom
mended by the Naval Committee will cost only about $27,000,000, 
less than one-half. Froin these facts you will see that our 
committee, in its recommendation, has been reasonably fair and 
sensible, and not moved by any of the mysterious sentiment 
floating about that we are on tlie verge of war. 

I sympathize with a great deal that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BuRTON] has said. ll would like to see that bright dream 
of Tennyson's realized-

. When the war drums shalT beat no longer, 
And the battle flags shall be fur led. 

But we have not reached that stage of perfe~tion yet; we 
have not reached that stage of perfect liberty yet; we have 
not reached that stage of enlightenment wherein the gentleman 
of Missouri [1\Ir. BARTHOLDT] has said the greatest defense of 
the country will be the enlightenment of mankind. We must 
legislate here as we find people are, and· not as we hope they 
will be some day. We must legislate as nations a:re and as 
nations exist to-day, and not as they may be in the far-off 
future. 

Mankind has been a groper all the way along the pathway of 
human liberty, trying to reach the highest stage of perfection. 
But it behooves us, as practical legislators, to-day to view na
tions and people as we find them, and to legislate on that basis. 

Now, we haYe, as a Nation, great interests which need pro
tection. We have interests upon this hemisphere; we have not 
only the defense of our own coast line, but the defense of the 

great canal Which we are building, and we have also the mainte-
nance of the Monroe (Toctrine to uphold. We have also interests 
upon the other hemisphere which we are bound, as a Nation, to 
protect and defend. We hold the Philippine I slands, and yet it 
was only a few years ago when the distinguished Admiral of 
our Navy, appearing before the Naval Committee, said that we 
could not hold those islands for six weeks it it were not for 
the American Navy. 

So I say to you here and now, in view of these facts, if we 
have these mighty interests to protect and defend, it behooves 
this committee to vote for at least two battle ships in order to 
keep and maintain our navy up to the splendid high state of 
efficiency which it enjoys to-day, and I trust, therefore, Mr. 

, Chairman, that tbe motion of the gentleman from South Car
olina will be voted down. [Applause.] 

The CHAffiM:AN. The time for debate on this paragraph has 
expired. 

Mr. 1\IA.CON. 1\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Th_e gentleman from Arkansas offers an 
amendment by way of a substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amendment by substituting: 
" One first-class hattie ship, to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, 

not exceeding $6,000,000, similar in all essential characteristics to the 
oattle ships in the act making appropriation for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908." 

:Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I suppose, from a par
liamentary standpoint that amendment is in order, although 
there may be some question in regard to that. Really the pres
ent amendment should be voted upon first, and then, if the gen
tleman desires t() present that as a substitute, he can do so. I 
trust he will witlldraw his amend'ment. , 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I think the substitute is :in. order 
first. 

Mr. MACON~ The substitute, as I understand it, is in order 
now. We have been told many times upon this fioor that legis
lation was a matter of compromise--

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is- out of order. 
l\fr. 1\IACON. And this seems to be a compromise between 

two battle ships and none. 
The CliAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 

FINLEYl offered an amendment to strike out all ot the para
graph under consideration after certain words named in the 
paragraph. The gentleman from Arkansas [1\1r. 1\I.A.coN] offers 
an amendment as stated by him by way of substitute, which 
amendment, however, is designed to perfect the pal'agraph in 
the- bill. Under the- well-recognized. principles of parliamentary 
law a motion to protect the· text of the bill is to be voted upoll.' 
before the motion to strike out. The question isr therefore, on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken, and the amend"ment was rejected. 
The CHAffiMAN. The question now recurs on the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment bG 

again reported. 
There was no objection, and the amendment was again re

ported by the Clerk. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

FINLEY) there were-ayes 80, noes 160. 
So the a.mendm~nt was rejected. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chah·man, I offer the following 

amendment, ·which I send to the desk and ask to have read: 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 59 line 7, strike out "two" and insert "one;" also sub

~ stitute " ship ,{ for "ships; " also, in line 9, strike out the word "each." 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, against that amendment I 
make a point of order. 

, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania.. will 
state the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The point of order is this~ That on this 
proposition, as near as I can hear· the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio, the committee has already pas. ed in. 
voting upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

The CHAIR1.\1A..i~. It may be that the amendment is in effect 
the same, but the amendment in form is different, and it is not 
for the Chair, the Chair thinks, to determine the effect of the 

. amendment. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by· the gentleman from Ohio. · 

Without objection, on the request of 1\fr. CocKRAN, the amend
ment was again repeated. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BURTON of Ohio) there were-ayes 108, noes 174. 
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1\Ir. BURTON of Ohio. 1\Ir. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed 1\Ir. BURTON 

of Ohio and Mr. Foss. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 

108, noes 158. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Five torpedo-boat destroyers, to have the highest sracticable speed, 

and to cost, exclusive of armament, not to exceed $80 ,000 each. 

Mr. 1\IACON. 1\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 59, strike out all of lines 13, 14, and 15. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I have read a great deal about 
torpedo-boat destroyers, but I have never yet read or heard of 
any useful thing that they have done in connection with any _of 
the naval contests of the world. I belie\e that the appropna
tion for two battle ships at this time will satisfy the demands 
of the people for an increase of the navy. I think it will serve 
every purpose that could be considered necessary to the per
fection of an efficient navy. I do not belie\e that these torpedo
boat destroyers, five in number, are necessary, and I think it 
therefore an unnecessary expenditure of $800,000 at this time. 
A few moments ago I offered an amendment providing for the 
construction of one battle ship instead of two. I did that as a 
matter of compromise, understanding that all legislation had 
here is a matter of compromise. I believe that the American 
people want something done in the way of an appropriation for 
the further construction or extension of the navy each year. 
1\Iy amendment being voted down, I then voted for the con
struction of two as recommended by the committee, feeling that 
the American p~ople demand that something be done in behalf 
of the increase of the navy. But now that the House has appro
priated for two large battle ships, I do not deem it wise to fur
ther prosecute the matter at this time by appropriating $800,000 
for a lot of torpedo-boat destroyers, which, as stated a while 
ago, I have failed as yet to hear of ever having accomplished 
anything great in naval warfare. 

Therefore, I hope the amendment will prevail. Nobody is 
afraid of Japan that I know of in this country, Mr. Chairman. 
There is no more opportunity for Japan to vanquish the Ameri
can people, either upon land or upon sea, than there is for an 
inferior race in the southern clime of this Nation to o\ercome 
the proud Caucasian race that dominates it now and will for
ever do so. 

1\fr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman's 
proposition is to strike out the five torpedo-boat destroyers 
recommended by the committee. I want to state that in the 
recommendation made by the General Board, the Secretary of 
the Navy, and the President there was recommended ten tor
pedo-boat destroyers, but the committee have onJy recom
mended five in this bill. They are very important craft and 
are used as scouts in attacking a vessel. It is a very serviceable 
boat, indeed, and inasmuch as we are asking for a few of 
them, a reasonable number, and in view of the fact we are 
deficient in these torpedo-boat destroyers, I trust that this 
committee will vote down the proposition of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. l\IACON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
1\fr. l\IACON. Can the gentleman tell me where a torpedo

boat destroyer has ever taken any effective part in a naval en
gagement? 

1\fr. FOSS. Yes; in the Japan-Russian war. _ 
l\Ir. 1\-IACON. Oh, that has been exploded. The newspapers 

said a torpedo boat had something to do with that battle, but 
afterwards that was exploded in a subsequent report. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, 

to contract for or purchase one destroyer whose vitals are located 
below the normal load water line, such vessel to cost not to exceed 
$400,000 and to have a speed not less than 22 knots; also two small 
vessels of similar construction having a speed of not less than 16 
knots and to cost not to exceed $22,500 each: Provided, That before 
any vessel provided for in this paragraph shall be purchased or con
tracted for a vessel of similar construction shall have been constructed 
complete and of full size for naval warfare and submitted to the Navy 
Department for such trial and tests as the Secretary of the Navy may, 
in his discretion, prescribe, and as the result of such tests be demon
strated to have fulfilled all the reasonable requirements of naval war
fare for such a vessel. 

1\fr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve a point 
of order on the paragraph just read. I would like to ascertain 

from some member of the committee whether there has been any 
recommendation by the naval board for the construction of 
desti·oyers of the type provided for in this section? 

Mr. FOSS. No. 
:Mr. STAFFORD. I fail to find any such recommendation in 

my reading of their report, and I did not know whether there 
was any outside recommendation. 

Mr. FOSS. This was not recommended by the Navy Depart
ment, but I think they would like very much to have such a boat 
~~ . 

Mr. STAFFORD. On what basis does the chairman of the 
committee come to such conclusion if they have not recommended 
it in their report here and there is no recommendation whatever 
to the committee in writing? 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman will notice the language here. It 
is that the company build one boat and submit it to certain 
tests, and in case it comes up to those tests the Navy Depart
ment will buy the craft. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. The gentleman has not answered the query 
propounded to him. Upon whose recommendation has this pro
posal been included in the bill? He said it is not the recom
mendation of the Navy Department, nor is it contained in the 
recommendations of the naval board. Is it merely an idea of 
some outsider, or some member of the committee, or upon whose 
request has this action been taken? 

Mr. FOSS. There was a member of the committee who was 
\ery desirous that this should go into the bill, I will say to the 
gentleman, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HoBSON]. 

:Mr. ROBERTS. 1\fr. Chairman, perhaps I can give the gen
tleman a little light on the proposition. I think it was a year 
ago that the committee gave a hearing to people interested in 
the construction of this particular type of torpedo-boat de
stroyer, and as a result of that hearing the committee incorpo
rated in last year's bill a provision, if my memory serves, for 
three boats of this type. That went out on a point of order. 
One member of our committee, who was interested in the propo
sition last year, was also interested this year, and, if I am 
correctly informed, it was upon his request that the proviso was 
again inserted in the bill. It is thought this is a solution of the 
torpedo-boat destroyer question. If the proposition becomes a 
law and if the people who build the boat of this type construct 
one which meets with the requirements of the Navy Department, 
the Navy Department may then purchase it. If it does not 
meet the requirements, they are under no obligation to pur
chase and the Government is not put to any expense whatever. 
That 'is all the light I think any members of our committee can 
throw on this proposition. The clerk of the committee informs 
me that it was in evidence that a model of this type of boat 
had been successfully tested. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I question very much 
whether in the existing condition of the government's finances, 
it is a proper time to launch upon any experimentation in ne" 
types of torpedo destroyers. Certainly we should not adopt as 
a part of the naval bill provisions for untried destroyers without 
having the recommendation of any person whatsoever connected 
with the Navy Department. Many of the recommendations of 
this naval board have been passed over by the committee, such 
as scout cruisers and other character of fighting force, and I 
feel compelled under existing circumstances to make the point 
of order against the paragraph for the reason that it is new 
legislation and in violation of paragraph 2 of Rule XXI. This 
same provision was passed upon last year when the matter was 
under consideration by the committee, and was then ruled out 
of order. I call the attention of the Chairman to the ruling in 
a similar rna tter on page 4828 of the RECORD of the first session 
of this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

One fleet collier, of 14 knots trial speed, when carrying not less than 
12,500 tons Of cargo and bunker coal, to cost not exceeding $1,000,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. As I understand it, this section must be considered 
1n connection with the section following, which ,seeks to alter 
existing law by-- _ 

l\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER. This has nothing to do with that. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I recognize it is a separate provision, but 

in the decision of this question must you not also consider the 
effect of the following section, whereby you make available the 
amount of money that was last year provided for two fleet col
liers so that you may purchase four? 

Mr. FOSS. No. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the recommendation of 
the naval board, they request three additional fleet colliers, and 
in this paragraph you make provision for one of those, and in 
the next paragraph you seek to make provision for the addi
tional two by making applicable the money that was voted last 
year for two, so as to construct four by reason of the low bids 
that were offered by private concerns. 

:Mr. FOSS. This fleet collier that we recommend here has no 
relation to the other four whatever. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Would not the committee be somewhat 
swayed in their determination of this question if they knew the 
following paragraph would be in order whereby two additional 
fleet colliers would be provided, whereas this paragraph would 
provide, in addition, a third one? 

l\1r. FOSS. I do not think it would operate to change the 
committee's mind at all. 

Mr. STAFFORD. l\Iay I ask whether the committee does 
not recommend in effect three additional fleet colliers of the 
same type that is provided in the paragraph under considera
tion? 

1\Ir. FOSS. The committee recommend one fleet collier, and 
then it recommends that out of the money authorized last year, 
and to be authorized for the two fleet colliers which were au
thorized last year, that that appropriation be used to purchase 
four colliers by private contract at the same price. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. So the committee, in effect, recommends 
the addition to our naval fleet of three fleet colliers? 

:Mr. FOSS. It recommends the addition of two fleet colliers 
without an additional appropriation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am dismissing entirely the question of 
the appropriation, for in the determination of the size of our 
fleet we are not guided entirely by appropriation, but more by 
the needs of the service, and the naval board has recommended, 
as I understand the recommendation of the naval board, three 
fleet colliers. I understand the chairman of the committee to 
admit now that the committee recommends the addition of 
three fleet colliers to those already authorized in the present 
paragraph and that which follows. 

Mr. FOSS. There is no dispute on that. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I understood at the beginning that the 

gentleman took issue with that statement. The board recom
mended three colliers in all, and appropriation in this para
graph is made for one. 

1\lr. FOSS. Becan e on the concession of last year there is 
enough to buy two colliers. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am quite well acquainted with the argu
ment and the reasons that induced the committee to provide 
for four colliers in place of two authorized last year, and the 
committee bas recommended three colliers instead of one. 

1\fr. DAWSON. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin assume 
that three is too many? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am trying to ascertain whether, if the 
increase in the next paragraph is stricken out, the committee 
would not recommend, as it does in fact, three fleet colliers; 
and if it does, this matter should be taken into consideration 
on the pending paragraph of whether we should recommend one 
collier. Tbis paragraph should be taken in consideration with 
the recommendation following in the next paragraph providing 
for two additional fleet colliers. I therefore believe that the 
two are inseparably connected, and I move that the present 
paragraph be considered in connection with the paragraph which 
follows. 

Mr. FOSS. I hope that will be voted down. 
'.fhe CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con

sidered as withdrawn. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

on page 60.,. line 10, strike out " one million " and insert " nine hun
dred thousana." 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the at
tention of the committee to a very remarkable condition. Last 
:vear the committee reported in favor of building two fleet col
liers similar in every respect to the one authorized in this 
paragraph. It placed a limit of cost upon these two fleet col
liers of $1,800,000 each. The committee did that, I assume, 
upon information furnished to it that the cost of these colliers 
would be about $1,800,000. When the bill came into the House, 
the House, in Committee of the Whole, provided that one of 
these colliers should be built in a government navy-yard, and 
that provision was finally iJl~orporated into the law. As soon 

as it was ascertained that one of these vessels would be built 
by a government navy-yard, the private contractors offered to 
construct either two or four of these vessels, not at the price, 
or near the price, fixed in the bill, but for one-half the limit of 
cost placed upon these vessels by the committee. If it be ·pos
sible to obtain two of these vessels for $900,000 each, or four 
of them for $900,000 each, perhaps members of the Naval Com
mittee will explain why they placed a limit of cost upon this 
particular vessel of $100,000 in excess of what they know they 
can get a contract? 

These patriotic shipbuilding concerns of the United States, 
cooperating with some well-informed officials in the Navy De
partment, were willing to build these ships at a cost of about 
$1,800,000. If they can take this one ship placed for construc
tion at a government yard out of the government yard, they 
will build four of them for $900,000 apiece. For the additional 
ship they want an extra $100,000. It seems to me that if they 
can build four of these ships for $900,000 each, they should build 
five of them for $900,000 each. If they can build two ships, 
a utborized last session, for $900,000 each, they can build one 
ship authorized last year, and this particular ship in addition, 
for $900,000 each. This seems to be a clear invitation to the 
shipbuilders and to the department to waste-oh, not exactly 
to waste but to donate $100,000 to some particular concern for 
doing work for a million dollars, when it bas already been dis
closed that it can be had for $900,000. In view of these facts, I 
hope the committee will adopt this amendment and put a limita
tion of cost upon this particular vessel of $900,000. 

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to .ask 
whether or not it is a fact that one of these colliers is now 
being constructed for something like $825,000? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ha-ve not the figures. I do not know 
what the bid was, but I understand that these shipbuilding 
plants are willing to build two for $1,800,000, both authorized 
last year, and they want to get something additional for the one 
authorized this year. In view of this showing that they can 
build for $900,000, it is inconceivable to imagine upon what 
theory the committee increased the limit of cost, except its ex
treme solicitude for the poor persons engaged in the business of 
building ships for the Government. 

The CH.A.IRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. COX of Indiana. I am heartily in favor of the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from New York, because I be
lieve these colliers can be built a great deal cheaper than pro
posed in this bill. When we had a hearing before the Com
mittee on :Merchant Marine, a gentleman who appeared there 
stated, I think, that they had a contract to build one of these 
colliers, and that they bad taken the contract, if I remember 
correctly-and I have no desire to misquote the gentleman's 
statement-for $825,000. 

Now, it strikes me that if a private contractor has agreed to 
build the collier in question for $805,000 (and that was the 
statement made by the gentleman who represents one of the 
private shipbuilding concerns in the United States, made before. 
the Merchant Marine Committee), we are paying too much for 
the construction of these colliers. 

Mr. BATES. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
You say we appropriated $1,800,000 last year. 

:Mr. FITZGERALD. No; we appropriated $1,500,000 on ac
count of two ships, but the cost limit of each ship was placed 
at $1,800,000. 

Mr. BATES. But we did not spend it, did we? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. No; but it would have been spent if the 

House had not put in the provision for navy-yard competition 
that it did. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The one being built in the navy-yard cost 
$800,000 more than the one being built under private contract. 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. In my opinion, the gentleman is mis
taken. 

Mr. FOSS. :Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I have here 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, written on the 18th of 
January, in which he says: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 18, 1909. 

sm: In compliance with your request by telephone to-day, I trans· 
mit herewith for your information a copy of the schedule of bids re
ceived for the construction by contract of one of the colliers author
ized by the naval appropriation act of May 13, 1908, together with a 
copy of the form of proposal issued by the department and used by 
the bidders. 

Very respectfully, TRUMAN H. NEWBERRY, 
Secretary. 

Hon. GEO. EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee em Navaz Affairs, 

House ot Rept·esentatives. 
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The bids referred to are as follows. 

P1·oposal8 tor the construction of a steel steam collier. No.~- uoyclops.'' 
.AJlvertisement dated October 9, WOS. Bids opened Decembe~· 15, 1908. 

N arne of bidder. Price. 

Newport News Shipbuilding $790,000 
and Dry Dock Co., New-
port News, Va. 

Fore River Shipbuilding Co., 
Quincy, Mass. 

825,000 

933,000 

954,000 

New York Shipbuilding Co., 1,074,000 
Camden, N. J. 

Maryland Steel Co., Spar
rows Point, Md. 

'J'he William Cramp & Sons 
SWp and Engine Building 
Oo., Philadelphia, Pa.. 

993,800 

1,011,400 

1,027,350 

805,000 

775,000 

R~marks. 

Bid L Ve sel to be completed 
within 16 months. 

Certified check, $36,000. 
Contemplates that department use 

designs of bidder in building col
lier on Pacific coast, with no 
extra charge on account oi pat
ent-ed invention. 

Bid 2. To be completed within 16 
months. 

(Check with previous bid.) 
Bid 1. Vessel to be completed 

within 15 months. (As per spe!Ci
fications, p. 48, par. 182.) 

Certified check, $36,000. 
Bid 2. To be completed within 15 

months. (As per specifications, 
p. 48, par. 132.) 

(Check with previous bid.) 
Vessel to be completed within 15 

months. 
Proposal for supplying Lidgerwood 

coaling apparatus, $30,000 addi
tional. 

Bond for $36,000. 
Class 1. Vessel to be completed 

within 16 months. 
Bond for $36,000. 
Class 2. To be completed within 16 

months. 
Class 3. To be completed within 16 

months. 
Bid. 1. Vessel to be completed 

within 20 months. 
Bond for $36,000. 
Bid 2. To be completed within 20 

months. 

Publicly opened at the Navy Department, December 15, 1908, in the 
presence of the Secretary of the Navy. 

PICKENS NEAGLE, 
Lau; Clerk for Solicitor. 

Proposal for the construction of a steel stcan~ collier of about -12,500 
tons cargo and bunker capacity. 

TO THE SEC:RETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

Having carefully examined the circular issued by the Secretary of the 
Navy under date of October 8, 1908, defining the chief characteristics 
of a collier to be built by contract for the navy, and the outline type 
plans mentioned In said circular, the provisions of the acts of Congress 
quoted in said circular, and the form of contract for the construction 
of said vessel provided by the Secretary of the Navy, and having re
ceived all information in the premises essential to a full understanding 
of the obligations incurred, or to be incurred, under and by virtue of 
this proposal, we, ---- ---, do hereby propose, under the de
partment's advertisement of October 9, 1908, to construct and com
plete, within--- months from date of contract, at --- ---, 
and deliver to the Navy Department, in the manner and upon the 
terms and conditions stated in said circular and form of contract, a 
steel collier, including hull, fittings, machinery, outfits, and equipment 
COIDJ.>lete, to be constructed in accordance with the drawings, plans, and 
spectfications and other information herewith submitted, and to have 
a speed of 14 knots an hour when carrying not less than l2,500 tons 
of cargo and bunker coal, for the sum of ---. 

Also, we hereby consent and agree that in the event of the accept
ance of the foregoing proposal the Secretary of the Navy may, so far 
as be desires, use in the construction of a collier at any navy-yard 
the design and the detailed drawings and specifications of the vessel 
covered by said proposal without extra compensation in addition to the 
above-stated price; and in consideration of said sum we further agree 
to waive compensation in any and every form for the use or adoption 
of any and all patented features of Eaid design, drawings, and specifi
cations, and to protect and discharge the Government from and against 
any and every claim for ot· on account of the use of any and all pat
ented features embodied in the general design of bull and machinery, 
but not including patented details furnished by subcontractors, such as 
winches, pumps, steering and anchor engines, etc. 

The drawings, plans, and specifications herein designated and the 
aforesaid eircular and form of contract are to be deemed and taken as 
part of this proposal. 

In case this proposal shall be accepted, we hereby agree to enter into 
contract, within ten days from receipt_ of notice of such acceptance, for 
the construction of said vessel, in accordance with said circular, draw
ings, plans, specifications, form of contract, and this proposal, and 
within the same period to give bond, with security to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Navy, in a penal sum equal to 15 per cent of the 
amount of bid for the faithful performance of such contract. 

'l'bis proposal is accompanied by evidence of om· competency to per
form the work -required and also by a a--- for the sum of --
dollars, as required by the instructions to bidders herewith, which 
a --- is hereby declared to be subject to the conditions stated in said 
instructions. 

Witness our hand and seal at---, the --- day of December, 
1908. 

In presence of-
------, 
------, 

., Insert " bond " or " check," whichever Ls appropriate. 

ADVERTISE:\!ENT. 

Proposals for constructing by contract one steam collier (fleet col
lier No. 4, Cyclops) will be received at the Navy Department until 12 
o'clock noon, December 15, 1908, when they will be publicly opened. 
Circular defining chief characteristics of such vessel and ou.tline type 
plans are now ready for distribution among prospective bidders. Forms 
of proposal and contract may be had on application to the department 
after November 15. 

V. H. METCALF, Secretary. 
OCTOBER 9, 1908. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS. 

GENERAL P:ROVISIONS. 

The foregoing proposal constitutes an obligation that becomes oper
ative on acceptance. Special care should be taken to avoid any infor
mality that might, by rendering the proposal liable to rejection, tend to 
the disadvantage of both the bidder and the Government. 

Each proposal must include the construction of both vessel and ma
chinery, complete in all respects, and must be accompanied by complete 
plans and specifications covering fully the design submitted, with full 
description of all speeial features and statement as to the registration 
society under the inspection of which the vessel is to be built. 

Contract will be made for the vessel, including bull and machinery. 
Defective proposals will not be considered unless the Secretary of the 

Navy shall deem it for the interest of the Government to waive the 
defect. 

Each bidder must submit with his proposals a certified check, payable 
to the order of the Secretary of the Navy, or a bond, with satisfactory 
surety or sureties. Such check or bond shall be for the sum of $36,000. 
In case the successful bidder shall fail to enter into contract and fur
nish the requisite security upon the acceptance of his proposal, the 
certified check submitted with his bid shall become the property of the 
United States, or in case bond ts given the United States may recover 
us liquidated damages the sum named in such bond. All checks or 
bonds of bidders whose proposals shall not be accepted will, on the 
award of the contract, be returned to them, and the check or bond of 
the successful bidder will be returned to him when his contract shall 
have been duly entered into and the requisite security furnished. 

Proposals must be made in duplicate and will be received until 12 
o'clock noon December 15, 1908. 

The right is reserved to reject any or all bids as, in the judgment of 
the Secretary of the Navy, the interests of the Government may require. 

FILLING IN OF BLANKS. 

1. Carefully fill in all blank spaces. 
2. In case of proposal by a firm or company not incorporated, the 

appropriate blank should be filled in a manner corresponding to the 
following form : 

"we, the undersigned, John Doe, of the city of ---, County of 
---, and State of---, and Richard Roe, of the same place (or 
of ---, as the case may be), constituting the firm and doing busi
ness at--- under the firm name of John Doe & Co." 

The Christian names of individuals should be inserted in full, except 
that where there is a middle name the initial letter alone of such middle 
name is sufficient. 

3. In case of proposal by an individual, the fore~oin? directions 
should be followed as far as applicable, substituting ' I' for " we" 
wherever the latter oeeurs. 

4. In case of proposal by an incorporated company, the same blank 
should be filled in a manner corresponding to the following form : 

" we, the American Iron Company, a corporation created under the 
laws of the State of ---, and doing business at ---." 

5. The name of the p,lace at which the proposal is signed, as. for 
instance, " Chester, Pa., ' and the date of signing are to be inserted in 
the blanks left for that J?Urpose. 

6. The amount, both m figures and at length, for which it is pro
posed to do the work, is to be inserted in the appropriate place. 

MANNE:R OF SIGNING PBOPOSALS. 

1. In case of proposal by a firm or company not incorporated, eacb 
member of the firm will sign individually with his full name, except that 
his middle nall!e, if any, may be indicat~d }?Y initial only or oth_erwise, 
according to his customary manner of Signmg. Each Signer Will add, 
below his signature, the place of his residence. 

2. In case of proposal by an incorporated company, the same will be 
signed by the officer who is by the act of incorporation, the by-laws, or 
a special resolution of the board of directors or trustees, authorized to 
sign for the company. In either case a certified copy of the authority 
must accompany the proposal. The official seal of the compar:y will be 
placed opposite the signature and attested by the proper officer; a:1d the 
proposal should be accompanied by suitable evidence of incorporation, 
which may be either a copy of the act of incorporation, certified under 
seal by the officer with whom it is filed, or his certificate under seal that 
such company was on the date mentioned duly incorporated under the 
general laws of the State in which such company is located. 

3. Subscribing witnesses will, when there is more than one si~nature, 
add " Witness as to all the signatures" or " Witness as to the s1gnature 
of -'---," giving name of person signing in his presence. 

4. When the form of proposal has been properly filled up and signed, 
it must be forwarded in a sealed envelope, addressed to the " Secretary 
of the Navy, Navy Department, Washington, D. C.," and indorsed "Pro
posal for building collier." 

Mr. FITZGERALD. On that information, does the gentle
man not think $900,000 is an ample limit of cost? O'f course, 
if it is placed at $1,000,000, then it will certainly make bids 
higher; but the gentleman has read several bids of less than 
$800,000. Why not keep the limit of cost below $900,000? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 
1\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that 

the gentleman from New York has made his motion at this par
ticular point, and has given to the committee his words of wis
dom regarding the construction of colliers, if not toward cutting 
down the amount of the appropriation ; for it seems certain 
that if the members of the committee have read last year's bill 
they must realize that even an authorization by Congress of 
$1,800,000 has not prevented some shipbuilding plants in this 
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country bidding for the work at less than $900,000. And I 
might say for the benefit of the gentleman from New York and 
of the committee that as one member of the committee I have 
no objection to making this reduction in the amount authorized. 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. I did not believe the gentleman would 
object. 

1\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER. The suggestion .carries greater 
weight with it as to the next paragraph, and the question will 
be put to this House, no doubt, whether its Members are willing 
to carry out the provisions of the next paragraph, where prac
tically, in substance and effect, if the law of last year is not 
repeal.ed, we give to some place in this country the benefit of 
$900,000 on one collier. 

Mr. FOSS. Built in a navy-yard. 
1\fr. LOUDENSLAGER. It is a matter that this House should 

consider well, and I certainly hope that the motion made by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] will be carried 
unanimously, because that will be an ex:pression that this House 
does not want ruthlessly to give away the money of the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. 1\IADDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move to amend the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from New York as follows: On 
page 60, line 10, making it $800,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the word . " nine" and insert the word "eight," so that it 

will read " $800,000." 
1\Ir. MADDEN. 1\lr. Chairman, the chairman of the Naval 

Committee, in response to an inquiry, read to the House a letter 
.from the Secretary of the Navy in which was submitted a list 
of bids under which it was proposed to construct one, two, three, 
or four colliers at a price as low as $775,000. In view of the 
fact that a responsible shipbuilding company is willing to con
tract to construct these ·ships at $775,000 each, there is no 
justification for an appropriation placing the limit at $900,000. 
If the executive officers of the Government are able to secure 
bids for the construction of ships as low as $775,000 from 
reputable, responsible sources, they are in duty bound to accept 
those bids, and they are also in duty bound to see that the con
tract is so made as to give the Government ample protection. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. KAHN. Was the bid of $775,000 upon plans made by the 

Government or upon their own plans? 
Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman who represents the Commit

tee on Naval Affairs on the floor of this House did not take the 
Committee of the Whole House into his confidence, and so I am 
not able to answer the question of the gentleman from Cali
fornia. I assume that when the chairman of·the Committee on 

· Naval Affairs rises in his place in response to a question and 
gives information to the House, that he gives that information 
in good faith; and when he says that the Government is able 
to secure bids for the construction of certain ships at a given 
price, the price is satisfactory to the Government. Whether 
the plans be made by the Navy Department or whether they be 
made by the men who make the bids makes no difference what
ever if what is proposed to be done is the same in each in
stance. It is our duty to save every dollar we can to the 
Treasury of the country. · 

Mr. DAWSON rose. 
1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. 1\Ir. Chairman, I would like to 

say a word . . 
Mr. DAWSON. Is the gentleman in favor of the proposition? 
1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know whether I am in 

favor of the proposition or not. I want a little light. 
Mr. DAWSON. I am opposed to it. 
1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask how much 

the colliers cost before 've began to provide that some of them 
might be built in the government yards. 

Mr. ~ITZGERALD. It was estimated that they might cost 
$1,800,000, but when we provided that one of them might be 
built in the government yards, then the Government secured 
bids of less than $800,000. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 1\Ir. Chairman, I would like to say to the 
gentleman from Tennessee that three or four years ago Congress 
authorized two fleet colliers, the limit of cost being $1,500,000 
each, one to be built in a navy-yard and the other by contract. 
That was the last action of Congress, except that of last year, 
and, as we know, nothing has been done under that $1,800,000 
limitn tion. · 

Mz·. GAINES of Tennessee. Why not? 
l\!1. ROBERTS. I can not tell you why. I apprehend, how

ever, that the colliers authorized last year with the limit of 

cost at $1,800,000 are colliers of a larger burden and a larger 
cargo capacity. .1\Iy recollection is that the Vestal and the Pro
metheus, the two colliers I referred to a moment ago, carried a 
cargo of 5,000 tons. The colliers we authorized last year were 
to carry abqut 12,000 tons cargo, a much larger ship, and of 
course the price is somewhat larger in proportion. 

1\fr. KNOWLAND. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
allow me? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly. 
1\fr. KNOWLAND. I notice, in reading the testimony of 

Secretary Newberry, he makes the statement that these colliers 
are 2 knots slower speed, and consequently have considerably 
less power and are considerably less expensive. I think that 
must account for the difference in the cost. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, 1\Ir. Speaker, a few years 
ago we began to create competition by allowing a lot of vessels 
to be built in government yards and others in private yards. 
The result was, as shown by the gentleman's statement a few 
minutes ago, that we are getting bids hundreds of thousands of 
dollars less than we did three or four years ago, before we began 
that policy. 

Now, gentlemen, you are about to turn back to the old policy 
by permitting the Secretary of the Navy to build all the ships in 
private yards. If you are going to abandon the wise policy of 
letting the Government build some of these ships, as in the case 
of government ammunition and munitions of war, if you aban
don the wise policy you adopted, you certainly ought to put in 
this bill a limitation that the gentleman from New York has 
proposed, or something of that kind. You ought to do that, so 
that the Government, so that the Treasury, when it is distressed, 
as it is, may not be held up later calling for a deficiency to pay 
for vessels that cost more than is fair and reasonable. The 
present policy should be pursued. It has done well, as the facts 
show. 'Ve fought long and hard to get this policy started, and 
I am opposed to stopping. 

I call this history to the attention of the committee, and in
sist, by way of accentuation, that if this policy which we have 
pursued so wisely for three or four years b& abandoned, a 
limitation had better be put on to keep from being held up by 
these private concerns. . 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I am just as anxious as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] or the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. 1\I.ADDEN], both distinguished members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, to secure these colliers at as 
reasonable cost as possible; but one fact ought to be taken into 
account, and that is the testimony which was submitted to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, which shows the reason why we 
are now receiving these exceptionally low bids for the colliers. 
It was stated before our committee by the Secretary of the 
Navy himself that, in his judgment, by reason of the present 
condition in the private shipyards of the United States, these 
shipyards were bidding for this work not simply at cost, but 
actually below cost. That being so, we ought to take ad
vantage at this time of present conditions; but I desire to call 
the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGER
ALD], who . has offered the amendment, as well as the gentle
man from Illinois [1\Ir. 1\f.ADDEN], who has made an amendment 
thereto, to the fact that if they are to take advantage of the 
present low prices in private shipyards, an amendment should 
be offered to the amendment providing that the money be made 
immediately available, because--

1\lr. FITZGERALD. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Does he know that there are now pending before one of the 
committees of this House claims by these shipbuilding concerns 
aggregating nearly -$4,000,000 to reimburse them for losses they 
claim they made by taking contracts at a less price than they 
should have taken them? 

Mr. DAWSON. That is not to tbe point. I call the atten
tion of the gentleman to the fact that before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs Mr. Secretary Newberry testified we could 
get these low figures now, but he had no assurance that he 
could obtain these low figures on the 1st day of July, when the 
money in this bill would be available. The committee did not 
put in a provision malting the money immediately available, 
because we have witnessed the spectacle in this House of one 
particular committee opposing and raising points of order with 
regard to that particular provision. If the gentlemen from 
that committee are sincere in their desire to save the Govern
ment a hundred thousand dollars, then I submit that they 
should add as a part of their amendment another amendment 
making the appropriation immediately available, in order that 
the Secretary of the Navy may take advantage of existing 
conditions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is the gentleman aware of any condi
tions that now exist or that are likely to arise between now and 
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the 1st of July that would change the conditions in the ship- Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman is on his feet I want to 
building plants of this country, so that they will then be in a ask hini if he will accept an amendment to his amendment 
position where they will not haV"e to seek this work at a spe- carrying an appropriation of money for this particular item, 
cially low price? the money to be made immediately available? 

Mr. DAWSON. I can not tell what conditions may arise, 1\fr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; because that would make. my 
but in this particular bill we are proposing to purchase fom· amendment subject to the point of order, and i do not propose 
colliers fi·om private yards. to do that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If we get steel on the free list, Mr. DAWSON. I am very much interested to see members 
that will help them, I think. of the great Committee on Appropriations put to the test of 

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman seems to be anxious to save their sincerity about economy. 
what money can be saved. Mr. FITZGERALD. I am putting the test by limiting the 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes; we are in accord on that. cost. Let me ask the gentleman to join me. 
Mr. MADDEN. Then there ought not to be any objection to Mr. ROBERTS. I want to say a word with regard to the 

the amendments pending before the House if the gentleman is argument made by the gentleman from New York--
in favor of economy. Why make the argument that these Mr. MADDEN. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
amendments are embarrassing to the department if it is good Mr. ROBERTS, Of me? 
business policy to economize, in view of the fact that we already 1\Ir. MADDEN. Yes. The gentleman from Iowa stated a 
have bids for $775,000 for the consn·uction of each one of these moment ago that this prevents the money being made imme-
colliers? diately available. 

Mr. DAWSON. Let me read to the gentleman what the Sec- Mr. RQBERTS. That is a remark· of Mr. Dawson, probably. 
retary of the Navy said on that point. Mr. MADDEN. I am going to put the question to the gentle-

Mr. 1\I.ADD:&.~. The point I am referring to is the statement man from Massachusetts, and I want to know whether, as a 
made by the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, as matter of fact, the $3,600,000 appropriated in the suceeeding 
coming from the Secretary of the Navy, to the effect that bids paragraph to the one under consideration was not appropriated 
have been made and are now in his possession offering to con- last year and is now available? 
struct the ships for $775,000 each. Mr. ROBERTS. That is the point. It was appropriated last 

Mr. DAWSON. If the gentleman wants me to shed light on year and it is now available, but has not been all devoted to the 
the subject, he will first have to turn off his own powerful! purpose. It is not available, however, for the new collier, if 
searchlight. . that is the purport of the gentleman's question-the collier, the 

Mr. MADDEN. I am asking for information which the cost of which was sought to be limited by the gentleman's amend-
gentleman possesses. ment. I want to say just a word about the argument of the 

Mr. DAWSON. I was endeavoring to give it to the gentle- gentleman from New York to the effect that private shipbuilders 
mnn. Secretary Newben·y, in his testimony before the com- of the country, because we were to build one collier in the navy
mittee, stated speaking of those bids to which the chairman has yard, came in and made proposals of less than half the cost of 
refened: ' the collier in the navy-yard for the purpose of defeating that 

portion of the congressional action of last year. Let me remind 
the gentleman that that bill of last year provided for two battle 
ships, with a limitation of cost for hull and machinery on each 
of $6,QOO,OOO, one to be built in a navy-yard and one by private 
contract. 1\fy advice is that the contract has been let, or at least 
awarded, for a battle ship, hull, and machinery for $4,000,000. 

I am sure that the highest bidders are very close to cost, and I think 
the others are below cost. 

Mr. MADDEN. On what does he base that? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. KAHN. I ask unanimous consent that he be permitted 

to continue for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. KAHN. Does not the gentleman from Iowa know that 

the representatives of the concern that has that contract for 
$805,000 appeared before the Committee o~ Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries recently and stated that while they had a con
tract for $805,000, they were going to lose a great a..mqunt of 
money building that collier, and that they took it srmp1y for 
the purpose of holding their men together. 

Mr. DAWSON. I am not a member of the Committee on Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries, but I would sta.te-

1\Ir. MADDEN. That is pleading the baby act. 
Mr. DAWSON. That the Secretary of the Navy stated sub

stantially the same facts to the Naval Committee. 
Mr. MADDEN. As a matter of fact, was there any objection 

to the Government letting contracts at the lowest price it could 
get to a responsible concern? 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly not. 
Mr. MADDEN. Then why quibble about it. 
Mr. DAWSON. If this provision stays in the bill as it is 

now, without the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York or the gentleman from Illinois, we will get that very 
thing, because the Secretary of the Navy has ample discretion. 
It is not to exceed a million dollars, and I have that faith in the 
executive officers of the Government that they will obtain the 
lowest contract possible under existing conditions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a. fact the Secretary of the 
:Kavy urged the committee to make a limit of cost of t;hese 
vessels $1,250,000? 

Mr. DAWSON. It is. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Then I have v-ery little confidence in 

his discretion. 
Mr. DAWSON. And for the reason I have stated, that if the 

money is not now immediately available, he can not advertise 
for bids until July 1 next, at which time there might be an 
entire change of conditions in the shipyards of the country, and 
the colliers would cost more. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If there are shipyards willing to do 
this work at less, does not the gentleman believe the Secretary 
is unduly alarmed about what will happen in four or five 
months from now? 

Mr. DAWSON. No; I think not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman know that this is 
practica.lly the same price that they built a. battle ship of 16,000 
tons some years ago, a ship of 25 per cent greater displacement, 
but practically at the same price because of this competition? 

:Mr. ROBERTS. They are building a bigger battle ship for 
the same money. Now, why are they doing it? Does the gen
tleman mean to say that the private shipbuilders are throwing 
off $2,000,000 of possible profit on that battle ship for the sake 
of driving possible ships out of the navy-yard? 

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. It has been stated they built at a loss to 
do that. 

1\fr. ROBERTS. At a price of $4,000,000, two-thirds of what 
Congress is willing to pay, that that is done for any such pur
pose? The fact must be evident to the gentleman and to all 
the members of this committee who have given the subject any 
attention that two causes are responsible for the low figures on 
all classes of government ships here. One is competition 
among the yards. Never in the history of the country has com
petition been keener among the private shipyards. Why? Be
cause there is no private work going on in those yards. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Because the combination has been 
broken up. 

Mr. ROBERTS. These people have been at great expense 
collecting a. large force of experts in their yards. They are 
hoping for the time to arrive when they will be busy with 
prh·ate work and will not care a snap of their fingers for gov
ernment work. In order to tide over and keep their organiza
tions intact until those times arrive they are willing to do work 
at cost or below, so that their organizations will not be scat
tered. 

I just want, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the gentle
men a little fm·ther to navy-yard work. In the act of April 27, 
1904, we provided for two colliers, the limit of cost being 
$1,250,000 each, both colliers to be built in navy-yards, one in 
a navy-ynrd on the Atlantic coast and one on the Pacific coast. 
In the act of June 2n, 1906, two years later, the Congress pro
vided that the limit of cost, exclusiye of armor and armament, 
of each of the two colliers authorized by the act of the Congress 
just mentioned, be increased to $1,550,000. In two years---

1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a. question? 
1\1r. ROBERTS (continuing). The department came to Con

gress and asked for $300,000 more. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. ROBERTS (continuing). .And asked for $300,000 
more-

l'tfr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ROBERTS (continuing). Than they asked for the origi

nal building of those ships. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman know that the 

department came in and stated that it had completely changed 
the plans, that it had increased the size and the power of the 
boats, and they were not the ships for which the appropriation 
was contemplated at all? 
. Mr. ROBERTS. I challenge the accuracy of that statement. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. The record of the gentleman's committee 
shows that fact. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I challenge that statement. On the first 
collier we authorized we increased the limit of cost for the 
reason giYen by the gentleman, but on the other two we did not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Those were the only two that were 
authorized. 

1\Ir. ROBERTS. The gentlem·an is mistaken about these 
colliers. 

1\Ir. Fl'.rZGERALD. No; I am not. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that we close the debate 

on this paragraph' and the amendment thereto. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Illinois rMr. MADDEN], which the Clerk, 
without objection, will again report. 

The amendment was again read. 
Mr. FOSS. I hope that will be voted down, Mr. Chairman. I 

call for a vote. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question occurs on the amendment of 

the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 
Mr. FOSS. On that I want to make an amendment, if in 

order, to the effect that the words "to be immediately avail
able " be added. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
on that. 

The CHAIRl\IA.l~. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FITz-
GERALD] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read, as follows: 
After the word " dollars "--
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, that is not pending. 

The pending amendment is to strike out " one million" and in
sert "nine hundred thousand." 

The CHAIR fAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] to the fact that his amend
ment i not an amendment to the one offered by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The question was on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

.Mr. FOSS. 'Viii the Clerk read the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 60, line 10, strike out " one million" and insert "nine hundred 

thousand." 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 

the noes seemed to have it. 
M~ FITZGERALD. Division! 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 67, noes 14. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to build 4 fleet 

colliers of 14 knots trial speed when carrying not less than 12,500 
tons of cargo and bunker coal in lieu of the 2 fleet colliers having the 
same characteristics authorized to be built by the act making appro
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
190.9: Prov ided, That the cost of all 4 colliers shall not exceed the 
total limit of cost of $3,600,000 authorized in said act for the 2 
colliers: Ana provided further, That all of said colliers, in the discre
tion of the Secretary of the Navy, may be built by contract. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
on the proviso to the paragraph, that it changes existing law. I 
call the attention of the Chair to the last appropriation act, 
which provides that one of the colliers as authorized shall be 
built at a navy-yard on the Pacific coast; and this amendment 
clearly attempts to change existing law. 

Mr. FOSS. · I call for a ruling of the Chair. I concede that 
·it changes the law. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands .the current appro
priation law provides that one of these vessels shall be built on 
the Pacific coast. This changes that provision, and the Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
And tl' e contract for the construction of said vessels shall be awarded 

by the E~ (! l.'~tury of the Navy to the lowest best responsible bidder, hav-

ing in view the best results ·and most expeditions delivery; and in the 
const ruction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act of August 
3, 1886, entitled "An act to inct·ease the naval establishment," as to 
materials for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and machinery, the 
contracts under which they are built, the notice of any proposals for 
the same, the plans, drawings, speclflcations therefor, and the method 
of executin~ said contracts shall be observed and followed, and, subject 
to the provtsions of this act, all said vessels shall be built in compliance 
with the terms of said act, and in all their parts shall be of domestic 
manufacture; and the steel material shall be of domestic manufacture 
and of the quality and characteristics best adapted to the various pur
poses for which it may be used, in accordance with specifications ap
proved by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. I make the point of order on that lan
guage, "and in all their parts shall be of domestic manufacture, 
and the steel material shall be of domestic manufacture," as 
new legislation and therefore subject to the point of order. 
There is nowhere in the statutes any law providing that domes
tic armor shall be used in the consh·uction of vessels or in the 
armor of vessels. A year ago I made this point of order upon 
the paragraph providing $12,000,000 for armor of domestic 
manufacture, and the Chair at that time, after a hasty examina
tion, overruled my point of order; but in stating his reasons for 
the decision, as I now read those reasons, it seems to me he 
failed to give sufficient basis for the decision, a1;1d I call it to the 
attention of the Chair again and ask for a new ruling. At that 
time the Chair admitted the point that I made to the effect that 
previous appropriation bills which appropriated for domestic 
armor did not thereby enact a law permanently establishing 
domestic armor as the material. 

The Chair, however, ruled that Congress had the right to de
cide what kind of armor should be used and could provide for 
blue armor or for red armor, or any particular kind of armor. 
I admit that to be true. I acknowledge that argument to be cor
rect. But this provision does not state the kind of armor to be 
used. It merely states where the armor shall be manufactured; 
and if that is not new legislation, then a provision that the 
armor should be of foreign manufacture would not be new legis
lation. Stating that the armor shall be domestic is not stating 
what kind of armor it is, but merely where it is to be made. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, in view of the fact that 
the armor plate of this country is manufactured practically by 
one concern only, that competition such as temporarily existed 
has ceased to be, and in view of the fact that Congress at its 
extra session, soon to be held, will greatly reduce and possibly 
entirely abolish the tariff on steel, the Government of the United 
States, if it is to continue the development of a great navy, 
should be free to buy its armor in the markets of the world, 
and a limitation of the sort provided in this appropriation bill, 
and that has been provided in appropriation bills for the last 
twenty years, should not be continued. For that reason I have 
made the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, as an additional 
bit of authority in support of the contention of the gentleman 
from Nebraska, I call the Chair's attention to the fourth volume 
of Hinds's Precedents, pages 680 and 681, section 4001, in which 
I find this: 

4001. A paragraph providing that an appropriation should be ex
pended in the United States, an amendment providing for purchase in 
the world's markets on the best terms was held in order. On January 
23, 190~ the urgent deficiency appropriation bill was under considera
tion in '-.:Ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, when 
the following paragraph was read : 

rr THE ISTHMIAN CANAL. 

" To continue the construction of the Isthmian Canal, to be expended 
under the direction of the President in accordance with an act entitled 
'An act to provide for the construction of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans,' approved June 28, 1902, as fol
lows: 

" ' For miscellaneous material purchases in the United States, 
$1,000,000.' " 

Mr. DAVID A. DE ARMOI\'1> offered an amendment to the proposition as 
to the place of purchase, as follows : 

"Amend by adding the following: 'Said purchases shall not be con
fined to the United States, but the things purchased shall be bought 
upon the best terms the world's markets afford.' " 

1\Ir. JAMES A. TAWNEY, of Minnesota, made the point of order that 
the amendment involved legislation. 

The Chair having asked if there· was any existing law on the subject, 
and no law being cited, he ruled: -

"Unless the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri changes 
existing law, the Chair wlll rule the amendment to be in order.'' 

Now, in addition to that, I have had occasion to run down 
this question, and I have never been able to find any recent 
legislation compelling armor plate or other similar supplies to 
be bought in the United States only. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
'the Chair to its ruling last year upon this same subject. 

1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the Chair allow me to read 
a paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle-
man. 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 1321 
. · Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The great author of this book, 
Hinds's Parliamentary Preceden~s of the House, says: 

A paragraph providing that an appropriation should be expended in 
the United States, an amendment providing for purchase in the world's 
markets on the best terms was held in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What decision does the gentleman refer 
to? 
· Mr. GAINES of Tennesse-e. Section 4001, Hinds's Precedents 

of the House of Representatives, page 680, volume 4. The 
provision in the bill requires this armor to be of " domestic" 
manufacture, made in the United States, and this decision 
seems to cover this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the decision before him. 
The Chair is prepared to rule. In the paragraph of the bill re
lating to the construction of the vessels occurs the item: 

And in all their parts shall be of domestic manufacture ; and the 
steel material shall be of domestic manufacture. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No, sir; I think that does not cover this 
provision ; and if it does, there can be no objection to incor- . 
porating it here. 

Mr. FOSS. I have no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For four submarine torpedo boats, in an amount not exceeding in the 

aggregate $2,000,000, and the sum of $3,000,000 is hereby appropriated 
toward said purpose and for the completion of submarine boats hereto
fore authorized: Pt·ov ided, That the Secretary of the Navy may build 
any · or all of the vessels herein authorized in such navy-yards as he 
may designate, and shall build any of the vessels herein authorized in 
such navy-yards as he may designate, should it reasonably appear that 
the persons, firms, or corporations, or the agents thereof, bidding for 
the construction of any of said vessels have entered into any combina
tion, agreement, or understanding the effect, object, or purpose of which 
is to deprive the Governme~t of fair, open, and unrestricted competi
tion in letting contracts for the construction of any of said vessels. 

To that language the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HITCH- Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
cocK] makes the point of order that it is legislation in an ap- amendment to the proviso. 
propriation bill, and hence obnoxious to the rules of the House. The Clerk read as follows: 

A year ago there was an item in the naval appropriation bill: 
. Armor and armament: Toward the armor and armament of domestic 
manufacture for vessels authorized, $7,000,000. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK] made the 
point of order against the words "of domestic manufacture" 
on the ground that they were new legislation. 

The rulings in reference to items in a naval appropriation 
bill are somewhat unique, because it has been consistently held 
for years that without other authorization of Congress by spe
cific legislation it was in order upon the naval appropriation 
bill to put in items providing for new vessels as carrying on a 
work or object in progress. 

If it is within the power on an appropriation bill to insert 
the item, it would have the same effect as upon the legislative 
bill ordinarily of providing a new public building, for instance. 
In other words, having the authority under the decisions to 
continue the work of building up the navy as a work or object 
in progress by inserting in the bill provisions which in ordinary 
bills would be obnoxious to the rules, the committee has the 
power to describe the vessel which it is proposed to construct. 

Having the power to describe the vessel, the Chair thinks it 
can say "domestic steel," or "foreign steel," or "red steel," 
or any other description which it chooses to insert, so long as 
the ruling prevails that upon this appropriation bill you can 
describe a work not already authorized by existing law. The 
Chairman therefore feels compelled, after reexamination, to 
follow the ruling made by the Chair last year, and accord
ingly the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. Before that decision is finally made, I 
desire to distinguish between the reasoning that the Chair 
makes as descriptive of the steel and this provision .which is 
not descriptive. Steel of domestic manufacture may be ex
actly like steel of foreign manufacture, both as to texture, as 
to strength, as to quality, as to process, and as to ingredients. 
There is absolutely no attempt made to describe this steel which 
shall be used in the construction of ships, but the only effort 
i.s to set forth where it shall be manufactured. 

The CHAIRMAN. And yet it is a matter of description, re
maining for the committee tQ determine whether it be a proper 
method of describing it or whether it be a desirable method of 
describing it. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. Then I offer the following amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 61, line 15, af-ter the word "navy," insert: 
up1·ov ided, Contracts for furnishing the same in a reasonable time, 

at a reasonable price, and of the required quality can be made with 
responsible parties." · 

Mr. ID'l'CHCOCK. I offer that amendment because it was 
originally incorporated in the naval appropriation bill of 1886, 
creating the new navy, in connection with the provision for 
steel of domestic manufacture. For some reason in recent naval 
appropriation bills there has been no limitation whatever upon 
the requirement that the steel used shall be of domestic manu
facture. There has been no latitude whatever left to the Sec
retary of the Navy and the naval authorities, in case they were 
being overcharged for domestic steel, to procure the steel in 
the markets of the world. 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman will look at page 62, under the 
bend of "Armor and armament," he will find that there is 
substantially that provision already in ;the bill. 

On page 61, line 21, strike out the word " herein " and insert, after 
the word "authorized," the words "in this act." 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is to remove any doubt as to 
that proviso being applicable to all the vessels authorized in 
the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Construction and machinery: On account of hulls and outfits of ves

sels and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized, $22,766,823. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 62, after the word " dollars," line 9, insert : 
"P'rov ided, That no part of the appropriation shall be used for the 

payment or construction of any collier the total cost of which shall 
exceed $900,000." 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order that that is a 
change of existing law. 

.Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This is a limitation to conform to 
the suggestion made by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order that it is a 
change of existing law. There are some vessels for which this 
appropriation is made of the character described upon which 
greater limit of cost is placed. This is in effect to change the 
limit of cost on these vessels. 

1\1r. LOUDENSLAGER. In reply to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from New York, I will say that there is no contract 
entered into by the Navy Department that this will affect. 
There has been only one contract entered into, and that one is 
for $805,000. So this limitation is in no way contrary to any 
contract. 

Mr .. FITZGERALD. There is no use of the gentleman try
ing to hide his purpose. It is to affect one collier authorized 
to be built in a government yard, where the materials have 
been contracted for and the limit of cost of which is in excess 
of $900,000. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does the gentleman say that that 
is the intention of the gentleman from New Jersey? It affects 
all colliers. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman ought to have thought 
of that when he reported the bill from the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The item in the bill is on account of hulls 
and outfits of vessels and steam machinery of vessels heretofoi·e 
authorized, $22,766,823, to which the gentleman · from New Jer
sey offers an amendment providing that no· part of the above 
appropriation shall be used for the payment or construction of 
any collier, the total cost of which shall exceed $900,000. It is 
quite within the province of the committee or of Congress to 
appropriate or not to appropriate for colliers heretofore au-

-thorized, or to provide that they will not appropriate except 
under certain limitations. The amendment is a pure limitation 
on the appropriation carried in the bill, and the Chair therefore 
overrules the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
lf'ITZGERALD) there were-ayes 63, .noes 7. 

So the amendment was agreed to . 

. I 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Armor and armament: Toward the armor and armament of domestic 

manufacture for vessels authorized, $12,452,772 : Provided, That no 
part of th is appropriation shall be expended for armor for vessels ex
cept upon contracts for such armor when awarded by the Secretary of 
the Navy to the lowest responsible bidders, having in view the best 
results and most expeditious delivery. 

1\fr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 62, line 17, after the wo_rd "delivery," insert: u Provided also, 

That contracts for furnishing sa1d armor in a reasonable .time at a ~ea
sonable price and of the required quality can be made With responsible 
parties." 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, that was the same amend
ment which was accepted in regard to steel in the vessels proper, 
and I suppose it will be acceptable to the chairman. • 

~'he amendment was considered and agreed to. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol

lowing amendment. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 

amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Line 16 page 62 insert between the words " responsible " and " bid

ders " the' words .. ·domestic or foreign," so that it will read " to the 
lowest responsible domestic or foreign bidder." 

The CH.A.IRl\IA..J.~. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On pao-e 62, line 16, after the word "responsible," insert the words 

"domestic or foreign," so it will read "to the lowest domestic or for
eign bidder." 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 1\Ir. Chairman, a very serio~s 
matter in the commercial world has occurred since we dis
cussed this matter last year. All gentlemen know that the 
Steel trust, in short, has gobbled up its one competitor on 
American soil, and y.et we come along here and make no effort 
to try to counteract that monopolisti<: act. I call that to. tJ:e 
attention of the committee. The committee must know that It IS 
an undisputed fact that the Steel trust has not a competitor on 
American soil, and that armor is purely and • simply no_th
ing but steel of the highest quality .. You ~ow that foreign 
countries make armor. You have promised tariff reform, though 
I shall not discuss that for an instant. Here you make a law 
to apply for another year, a~d this amendment cover~ pure 
steel armor. You are discussrng whether or not you w1ll put 
steel entirely on the free list, and one or two great authorities, 
I believe have said it should be done, because the price of steel 
in foreig~ countries would be abou! equivalent of that in t~ 
country even if we had free trade m steel. The effect of this 
proposition is to give the department the power to accept a 
foreign bid if it is as responsible and as good as our own home 
bids. It is a business proposition. Conditions have serious~y 
changed, and the matter is up to the House to see what they will 
do now. 

The CII.A.IRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
GAINES of Tennessee) there we're-ayes 50, noes 67. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol

lowing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
After the amendment already adopted, after line 17, on page 62, in-

sert: • 
up1·ovided. That the purchases of armor plate shall not be confined 

to the United States, but, may be purchased upon the best terms that 
the world's markets offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The question was taken. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed Mr. LoUDEN-

SLAGER and Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
The coiiUnittee divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 55, 

noes 66. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Increase- of the navy; torpedo boats: On account of submarine tor

pedo boats, heretofore and herein authorized, $3,000,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 21, 22, 
and 23, page 62-the paragraph just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk then concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 

Clerk may correct the totals in different parts of the bill so as 
to conform to the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent that the totals may be corrected by the Clerk, so 
that they will conform with the rest of the bill. Is there ob-
jection? . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to return to page 13 for 

the purpose of considering the amendment still pending on that 
page. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered on page 13. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert on page 13, after line 4, the following amendment : 
" For badges and ribbons to be distributed by the Secretary of the 

Navy to officers and men now or formerly of the Volunteer and Regu
lar Navy and Marine Corps who have participated in engagements and 
campaigns deemed worthy of such commemoration, $2,500." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that I have no 
objection to the amendment, in fact, that I agree to it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 

rise and report the bill with amendments to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. MANN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 26394, 
the navy appropriation bill, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with sundry amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that 
the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote asked on any amend
ment? If not, the amendments will be voted upon in gross. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill is passed. [Af

ter a pause. J The Chair hears none. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make 

an inquiry. Did the Chair ever put the motion whether the 
bill should pass or not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated deliberately, and waited 
for objection, that without objection, the bill would be consid
ered as passed. 

1\fr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I want to add an objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia desires to 
object? 

.Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do. 
The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman seek to object at the 

time? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I did not understand what the 

Speaker said. I made inquiry with reference to it. 
The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the gentleman 

from Georgia was paying attention and did not hear, and that 
in fairness to the gentleman and to the House that the vote 
should be taken upon the bill. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CANDLER. Can a bill ·be passed simply by the Chair 

stating that, " without objection, the bill will be considered as 
passed?" 

The SPEAKER. It has been done constantly. Anything can 
be done by the House by unanimous consent. If it were prac
tically possible to get an elephant in the door, the elephant 
could be passed through the House. [Laughter.] The question 
is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 
On motion by Mr. Foss, a motion to reconsider the last -vote 

was laid on the table. 
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SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and resolutions of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 2G5. An act to regulate examinations- for promotion in 
the Medical Corps of the Army-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Senate concurrent resolution 75. 
Resol vcrJ by tlle Senate (the House of Representatives cottcurring), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause an examination and survey to be made and submit estimates 
for the following improvements in the Mattaponi River, Virginia: 

For a channel 100 feet wide and 7 feet deep from the above-mentioned 
landing to Ayletts : . 

For a channel 60 feet wide and 5 feet deep from Ayletts to Dunkirk ; 
For a channel 7 feet deep across the Middle Ground connecting the 

Mattaponi and PamU21key channels just off West Point; 
For a suitable turning basin at Ayletts; 
For the straightening ·and cutting off certain bends and points of 

land projecting into the river at several points between Walkerton and 
Ayletts; and 

For a thorough snagging and removal of logs from the river between 
Walkerton and Dunkirk, and the clearing of the river banks of all 
trees, stumps, etc., .which make navigation dangerous at times of extra 
high tides or freshets in the river-
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 74. 
R esolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives conc-urring), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause an exllm ination and survey to be made of Rye Harbor, in the 
State of New Hampshire, with a view to restoring navigation therein, 
and to submit estimates for the same--
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 73. 
R esolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives cotwun·ing), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a sur
vey and estimate to be made of the Columbia River between Wenatchee 
and the mouth of the Snake River, in the State of Washington, with a 
view to making such improvements as may be deemed necessary in order 
to provide for navigation between the upper and lower river-
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 72. 
R esolved by the Senate (the House of Rept·esentatives concurring), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a sur
vey and estimate to be made of the Swinomish Slough, Washington, with 
a view to such extensions and modifications of the project for the im
provement of the same as may be necessary in the interests of naviga
tion-
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 71. 
R esolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurr-ing), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause a 
survey and estimate to be made of the Samamish River, Washington, 
with a view to clearing and restoring said river to navigation- . 
to the Committee on Rivers a.J;ld Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 70. 
R esolved by the Settate (the House of Representatives concttrring), 

That tire Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause to be made an examination and survey of East Boothbay 
Harbor, Maine, with a view to extending the improvement contemplated 
in the report submitted in House Document No. 944, Sixtieth Congress, 
first session, to Hodgdon's wharf-
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 69. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concut·ring ), 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause to be made an examination and survey of the jetties and chan
nel of Sabine Pass, in the State of Texas, from the 30-foot contour 
beyond the bar at the entrance to said Sabine Pass to and including 
the turning basin at Pgrt Arthur, with a view to widening the channel 
and the Port Arthur Ship Canal to 200 feet at bottom and increasing 
the depth thereof and of the turning basin to 30 feet at mean low 
gulf tide, together with the extension of the walls of the existing jetties 
to the 30-foot contour, and to submit estimates for such improvements. 

SEc. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, also author
ized and directed to cause to be made an examination and survey of 
Taylors Bayou and the lumber slip adjacent thereto, with the view of 
r emoving the narrow strip of land separating- Taylors Bayou and 
lumber slip and the deepening of said Taylors Bayou and lumber slip 
for a length of 2,500 feet to a depth of 30 feet. 

SEC. 3. '.rhat the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be made an examination and survey of the 
Neches River from Beaumont to its mouth, and of the Sabine River 
from Orange to its mouth, and the canal extending from the mouths 
of the Sabine and Neches rivers to mouth of Taylors Bayou with a 
view to widening and deepening said canal to a width of 200 feet at 
the bottom of said canal and increasing the depth thereof to 30 feet 
and with a further view of removing the obstructions in the said rivers 
and improving the same to a depth of 30 feet-
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. R. 115. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to establish harb01: lines in the Kansas River at Kansas City, 
Mo.-to the Comnnttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee 'On Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they bad examined and found truly enro11ed 
joint resolutions and bill of the following titles when the 
Speaker signed the same : ' 

. H. J. Res. 233. Joint resolution to enable the States of l\Iissis~ 
sippi and Arkansas to agree upon a boundary line and to 
determine the jurisdiction of crimes committed on the 1\Iissis
sippi River and adjacent territory; 

H. J. Res. 232. Joint resolution to enable the States of Missis~ 
sippi and Louisiana to agree upon a boundary line and to deter~ 
mine the jurisdiction of crimes committed on the Mississippi 
River and adjacent territory; and 

H. R. 15098. An act to correct the military record of John H. 
Layne. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles : 

S. 6665. An act for the relief of Charles H. Dickson ; and 
S. 653. An act to authorize commissions to issue in the cases 

of officers of the army, navy, and Marine Corps, and of the 
Revenue~Cutter Service, retired with increased rank. 

NATURAL RESO.URCES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States, which was read. 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this day.] 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message be re

ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union and be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves the 
reference of the message to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and that the same be printed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m.) the House 

adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 

copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti~ 
mate of appropriation for the Military Academy buildings and 
grounds (H. Doc. No. 1359)-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the Civil Service Commission 
(H. Doc. No. 1360)-to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the Civil Service Commission 
(H. Doc. No. 1361)-to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the president of the Civil Service Commis~ 
sion submitting supplemental estimates of appropriation for 
the Civil Service Commission (H. Doc. No. 1362)-to the Com~ 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev~ 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the joint resolution of the 
Senate (S. R. 106) authorizing the granting of permits to the 
committee on inaugural ceremonies on the occasion of the in~ 
auguration of the President-elect on March 4, 1909, and so forth, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1896~, which said joint resolution and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. 
Res. 227) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver a con
demned cannon to the Grand Army of the Republic, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1900), which said joint resolution and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2024) 
to amend an act authorizing the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to grant to the Veteran Volunteer Firemen's As
sociation use of certain property in the city of Washington, ap~ 
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proved March 2. 1391, reported the same with amendment, ac
companied ·by a repo:ct (No. 1903), which said bill and report 
were referr~d to the- Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the J udiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 24336) to 
amend section 3G1Z of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1 DB), -which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALEXAl~DER of New York, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
24337) to amend section 2625 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1899), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

1\.Ir. AD.Al\ISON, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 26606) to authorize the Lewis Bridge Company to con
struct a bridge across the Missouri River, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1901), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 26734) to 
permit change of enh·y in case of mistake of the description of 
tracts intended to be entered, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1902), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21560) to pro
vide for circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Gadsden, Ala., reported the same with amendments, accom
panied by a report (No. 1D07), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23707) to 
incorporate the Imperial Palace Dramatic Order Knights of 
Khorassan, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1908), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Hou e Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on the Disb·ict of Colum
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 23973) 
for the relief of pensioners of the Metropolitan police fund, r-e
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1909), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

1\Ir. MeGA VIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum
bia, to which was referred the resolution of the House (H. Res. 
489) requesting certain information from the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia relative to the enforcement of a law 
requiring the erection of fire escapes on certain buildings in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1910), which 
said resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

1\Ir. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate ( S. 2911) for the relief of the 
Columbus Gas and Fuel Company, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1904), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate ( S. 3748) for the relief of the 
Logan Natural Gas and Fuel Company, of Columbus, Ohio, re
ported the same witho'ut amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1905), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1622) for the relief of the 
estate of William J. Cussen, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1906), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills, which were re
ferred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 24432) granting a n increase of pension t o 

Frank E . Moore-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 26871) to pay Harrison Wagner the sum of 
$231.99- Committee on Accounts discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 1\IE~~ORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re
ferred as follows : 

By 1\Ir. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 26D17) to make it unlawful for 
certain public officials to own capital stock or bonds in any 
and all public-service corporations doing business in the Dis
trict of Columbia-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 26918) extending the pro
visions of an act approved February 6, 1901, entitled "An act 
amending the act of August 15, 1894, entitled 'An act making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the In
dian Department and fulfilling b·eaties and stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes,' " to any person claiming any right in 
the common property of the Choctaw or Chickasaw Indians 
or tribes-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 26919) 
authorizing the Attorney-General to appoint as special peace 
officers such employees of the Alaska school service as may be 
named by the Secretary of the Interior- to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. CARLIN : A bill (H. R . 26920) to repeal section 12 
of an act entitled "An act to provide for a union railroad sta
tion in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes," 
approved February 28, 1903, and to provide for the location and 
erection of a substation on the parking at the corner formed by 
the intersection of the east side of Seventh street and the 
south side of C street SW., in the city of Washington, D . C., by 
the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington Railroad Company, 
and to provide for the approval of the same by the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia-to the Committee on the 

·District of Columbia. 
By Mr. 1\IcHENRY: A bill (H. R. 26921) granting pensions 

to all enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the civil 
war and war with Mexico-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM : A bill (H. R. 26922) to confer additional 
powers and impose additional duties on the Interstate Com
merce Commission-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. WEEKS: A bill (H. R . 26923) to enable any State to 
cooperate with any other State or States or with the United 
States for the protection of the watersheds of navigable streams 
and to appoint a commission for the acquisition of lands for 
the purpose of conserving the navigability of navigable rivers
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. HULL of Tennessee: Resolution (H. Res. 503) di
recting the Committee on the Judiciary to report certain in
formation to the House relative to collection of taxes under the 
income-tax law of 1861-to the Committee on Rules. 

By 1\Ir. WEISSE : Resolution (H. Res. 504) directing the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to compile certain statistics 
for the information of the House-to the Committee on Alco
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 58) 
directing the Secretary of War to make a survey of Pocomoke 
River in Maryland-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 59) directing the 
Secretary of War to make a survey of the ·wicomico RiYer in 
Maryland-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, concurrent resolution (II. C. Res. 60) directing the Sec
retary of War to cause a survey to be made of the Choptank 
River in Maryland-to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Memorial of the legislature of North 
Dakota, urging the pas age of the bill H. R. 21848-to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

PRIVATE BILLS Al'ID RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By 1\Ir. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 26924) for the relief nt 
John A. Brown- to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. ALEXANDER of New York: A bill (H. R. 26925) 

granting a pension to Ralph C. Lund-to the Committee on 
Pensions. ' 

By Mr. ANSBERRY : A bill (H.' R. 26926) granting an in
crease of pension to Joseph E. Kistner-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26!)27) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin G. Paxton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 26928) granting a pension to Daniel L. 
Goodwin-to the Committee on· Pensions. 

By 1\fr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 20029) granting an in
crease of pension to John Beck-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26930) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Seiner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 26931) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. French-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 26932) granting an 
increase of pension to Sidney B. McDonald-to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 26933) granting an in
crease of pension to Sophia A. Underwood-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 26!)34) granting a pension to 
J. 1\I. O'Rourke-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALE: A bill (H. R. 26935) granting an increase of 
pension to Jay D. Howard--to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

A.lso, a bill (H. R. 26936) granting an increase of pension to 
Sear S. J ohnson-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 26937) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Daubner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 26938) granting an increase 
of pension to DavidS. Hurst-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By 1\fr. FAIRCHILD: .A bill (H. R. 26939) granting an in
crease of pension to Anthony Ciesulskie-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 26940) for the relief of W. T. 
Lemaster and James 1\I. Stout-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 26941) 
granting a pension to Mattie J. Hovey-to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26942) granting an increase of pension to 
J. N. Kirk-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 26943) granting an in
crease of pension to James D. Barnes-to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 26944) granting a pension 
to Abagail A. Adams-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 26945) granting a 
pension to 1\fovinthia Turner-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26946) granting a pension to Marion S. 
Day-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 26947) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry E. Smith-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26948) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Bennett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 26949) granting a 
pension to Hezikiah Sloan-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. KUSTERl\lA.NN: A bill (H. R. 26950) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Spice-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEA.N: A bill (H. R. 26951) granting a pension to 
Addie Young-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 26952) granting a pension 
to Isaac Stephens-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26953) granting a pension to Harriet Mau
pin-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26954) granting an increase of pension to 
Turner Branham-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 26955) granting an in
crease of pension to John Whitaker-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By l'lfr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 26956) granting an 
increase of pension to William 0. Daniel-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26957) granting an increase of pension to 
George Urban-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWDEN: A bill (H. R. 26958) granting an increase 

of pension to John S. Norris-to the Committee on Ip.valid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. l\IAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 26959) for the relief of 
Elise Trigg Shields-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. l\fONDELL: A bill (H. R. 26960) granting an in
crease of pension to Francis Fuller-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 26961) granting a pension 
to Hannah Turner-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26962) granting a pension to Barbara 
Bauman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26963) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Shute-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R: 26964) granting an in
crease of pension to Adolph Frey-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\fr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 26965) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Barlow-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 26966) granting an increase 
of pension to Orley B. Giffin-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26967) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C. Jeffries-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCO~ : A bill (H . . R. 26968) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Sarah D. Bookout, late of Jackson 
County, Mo.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 26969) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Salter-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 26970) granting 
an increase of pension to David Farquhar-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. S'.rERLING: A. bill (H. R. 26971) for the relief of 
Capt. Joseph M. Johnson-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWASEY: A bill (H. R. 26972) granting a pension to 
Luella F. Sessions-to the .Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 26973) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliab Averill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By J\fr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 26974) 
for the relief of John Wise-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\fr. WALDO: A bill (H. R. 26975) to pay certain claims 
against the Government arising under the Navy Department
to the Committee on Claims. 

By 1\lr. WA.SHBURN: A. bill (H. R. 26976) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Clement 
Lamourea:ux-to the Committee ori Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER of J\fissouri: A bill (H. R. 26977) 
granting an increase of pension to Agnes Miller-to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 2G978) for the relief 
of the State of Georgia-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 26979) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter S. Parsons-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. IDGGINS: A bill (H. R. 26980) to correct the mill~ 
tary record of L. F. Norton-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KIMBALL: A bill (H. R. 26981) for the relief of the 
estate of James 0. Harrison, deceased-to the Committee on 
War claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 26982) granting a pension 
to Horace B. Case-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOU VELLE: A bill (H. R. 26983) granting an in
crease of pension to Jacob A. Nonnamaker-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 

By the SPEAKER : Memorial of the San Francisco Labor 
Council and the Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Pa
perhangers of America, and the Wilmington (Del.) Central 
Labor Union, protesting against the action of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia in sentencing Messrs. Gompers, 
Mitchell, and Morrison to jail-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Merchants' Association of New York, 
protesting against legislation which- would tend to embarrass 
the railroads in their normal development-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Maine Prison Association, praying for a 
suitable provision to assist in holding the National Prison Con
gress in Washington, D. C.-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of the American Chemical Society, praying for 
the establi hment of a permanent commission to investigate 
chemical subjects relating to the conservation of the natural 
resources of the country, and to make reports to Congress and 
the States-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Frank Wilcox and 36 others, of Saranac 
Lake, N. Y.; of Orlando Winch and 18 others, of Keene, N. Y.; 
of S. B. Oberholtzer and 7 others, of Stanton, Mich., protesting 
against the passage of the bill (S. 3940) relating to the proper 
observance of Sunday in the District of Columbia-to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the National Business League of America, 
praying for the enactment of legislation favoring the acquisi
tion in foreign countries of sites and buildings for use of the 
diplomatic and foreign service--to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the A. Karcher Candy Company, of Little 
Rock, Ark., and other firms and individuals in the United 
States, praying for the reduction of the duty on sugar-to the 
Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine 
Building Company and other shipbuilding firms in the United 
States, praying for legislation to provide for transportation by 
sea of rna terial for use in the construction of the Panama 
Canal-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Association of Masters, Mates, 
and Pilots, of Rondout, N. Y.; Portsmouth, N. H.; Boston, 
1\fass.; New Orleans, La., and Camden, N. J., praying for the 
passage of the so-called " Hayes bill " (H. R. 15657) -to the 
Committee on the Merchant l\Iarine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of 0. W. Hall and 2 others, of St. Louis, 1\fo. ; 
Frank 0. Ware and 18 others, of Deerfield Grange, New Jersey, 

• and Nina Calkins and 20 others, praying for tlie establishment 
of a parcels-post and a postal savings banks system-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of General Association of the Congregational 
Churches in Minnesota, favoring legislation to prevent Sunday 
banking in post-offices-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of state school of agriculture, of Morrisville, 
N. Y., praying for legislation to provide additional farm labor
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Kegro Fair Association, praying 
for national assistance in aid of the National Negro Exposition 
near the city of Mobile, Ala.-to the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of John F. Ward Lodge, A. A. 
of F. S. and T. M., No.9, of New Castle, Pa., favoring retention 
of present duty on tin plate--to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Pittsburg Coal Exchange, for a river and 
harbor bill for second session of the Sixtieth Congress-to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitign of Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 
favoring increase of salaries of United States judges-to the 
Comrpittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Harrisburg Board of Trade, for railway mail 
clerks' expenses from initial terminal-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By 1\ft·. ALEXANDER of New York: Petition of Buffalo Candy 
Company, favoring repeal of duty on raw and refined sugars
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Fairview Grange, of Hicks
ville, Defiance County, Ohio, favoring a national highways com
mission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Fairview Grange, of Hicksville, Ohio, favor
ing a parcels-post and postal savings banks law-to the Com
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BATES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
H. French-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
~Y 1\fr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for 

relief of Martin K. Davis-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition -of W. J. , Wertman and others, 
favoring parcels-post and postal savings banks laws--to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

B'y 1\fr. BURKE: Petition of Thomas P. Campbell, against 
increase of salary of the President-to the Committee on Ap
propriations. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange, of Philadelphia, 
against federal inspection of grain-to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce. · 

Also, petition of National Board of Trade, against S. 382, 
relative to federal inspection and grading of grain-to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

AI o, petition of Headquarters Department of PennsylYania, 
Grand Army of the Republic, against consolidation of pension 
agencies at Washington (previously referred to the Commitlee 
on Invalid Pensions)-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of .Somerset County, 
1\fe., against the passage of S. 3940 (proper observance of Sun
day as a day of rest in the District of Columbia)-to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbin. 

By 1\fr. BUTLER: Petition of the Friends of Chester County, 
Pa., against conferring power on the Secretary of the Interior 
or any other officer to issue patent in fee simple to any Indian 
allottee for punishment for being addicted to the use of strong 
drink-to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. CALDER: Petition of state school of agriculture at 
Morrisville, N. Y., favoring enlargement of bureau of authority 
for supply of adequate intelligent farm labor-to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Print Cutters' Association, favoring 
an ad>ance of the duty on print blocks and rollers-to the Com-
mittee on Ways and 1\feans. .. 

Also, petition of William A. Walker, jr., of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
favoring repeal of duty on raw and refined sugars-to the Com
mittee on Ways and 1\feans. 

By 1\Ir. CHANEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John B. Sheridan-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\fr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Board of Trade of 
Apalachicola, Fla., asking for adequate protection and improve
ment of the mouth of the Mississippi River-to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of Courtland Saunders Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, against abolition . of pension agencies 
(previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions)-to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By 1\Ir. ORA VENS : Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William S. Johnson-to the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. DRAPER: Petition of National Board of Trade, 
against federal inspection and grading of grain-to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FAIRCIDLD: Petition of Gardiner (N. Y.) Grange, 
No. 965, for a national h1ghways commission-to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions adopted at Grand Army 
encampment, oppo ing consolidation of pension agencies-to the 
Committee on Appropriations. · 

Also, petition of Bar Association of New York, favoring in
crease of salaries to judges of federal courts-to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of trustees state school of agriculture, of New 
York, favoring competent farm labor-to the Corumitle<! u11 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Business League of America, favor
ing the acquisition of sites for embassies in foreign countries-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of Illinois State Horti
cultural Society, favoring S. 6515 and H. R. 21318 as amended 
at the conference of entomologists held in New York City June 
18, 1908-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of Idaho, for increase 
of salaries of United States judges-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 

By l\fr. FULLER: Petition of National Board of Trade, 
against federal grading and inspection of grain (S. 382)-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Amesbury 
Grange, No. 127, of Amesbury, 1\fass., favoring establishment of 
parcels-post and postal savings banks-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By 1\Ir. GRAHAM: Petitions of National Board of Trade and 
the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, against federal in
spection of grain-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Headquarters Grand Army of the Republic, 
Philadelphia, against consolidation of pension agencies at Wa h
ington (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions)-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of-Lumbermen's Club; against reducfu>n of tariff 
on lumber-to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

Also. petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring in
crease of salaries of United States judges-to the Committee 
on the .Judiciary. 

Also, petition of .John Lucas & Co., of Philadelphia, and J. 
Howard Reber, favoring increase of salaries of United States 
judges-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Grain. Pump, and Lumber Company, favor-
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ing S. 6973 (increasing salaries of United States judges}-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of A. C. Goddard and others, 
aga inst further enlargement of the United States Navy-to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Petition of bar association of New 
York City, favoring H. R. 23464, increasing salaries of the Chief 
Justice and associate justices-to the Committee on. the 
Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Farmingdale 
Grange, No. · 157, of Farmingdale, N. J., against parcels-post 
and postal savings banks laws-to the Committee on the Post
Office and Po t-Roads. 

By 1\Ir. HUFF : Petition of Headquarters Department ol 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, against consolida
tion of pension agencies at Washington (previously referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions) -to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, for increase 
of judges' salaries-to the Committee on the -Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Board of Trade, against S. 382, pro
viding for federal inspection of grain-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Lumbermen's CI.ub of Memphisr Tenn., 
against reduction of tariff on lumber-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. HULL of Iowa : Petition of citizens of Iowa, against 
S. 3940 (religious legislation in the District of Columbia) -to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petitions of Daniel Denehy and 95 other 
residents of Crockett, and J. A. Gondie and 95 other residents 
of San Pedro, all in the State of California, favoring an Asiatic 
exclusion law against all Asiatics other than merchnnts, trav
elers, and students-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Massachusetts State Board 
of Trade, favoring legislation for control of national reserva
tions in White Mountain and Appalachian districts-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By :\Ir. I\.""NOWLAND : Petition of citizens of Contra Costa 
County, Cal., against passage of the Johnston Sunday-rest bill 
( S. 3940}-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

lly Mr. LThTDSAY: Petition of National Board of •rrade, 
against federal inspection and grading of grain ( S. 382) -to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Lumbermen's Club, against reduction of duty 
on lumber-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petition of Ernest D. Gilman and others, 
for a national highway commission-to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

Also, petition of H. A. Loud and others, favoring a parcels
post and postal savings banks law-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MALBY: Petition of Scotch Bush Grange, No. 699, 
and Chateaugay Grange, No. 964, favoring creation of national 
highway commission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By l\Ir. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Adolph Frey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Huron Grange, No. 124, and 
Farmington Grange, No. 431, favoring parcels post on rural 
free-;.delivery routes and postal savings banks-to the CoJ;Umit
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Texas, favoring the 
placing of art works on th~ free list-to the Committee on 
Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By, Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elizabeth T. Hardeman (H. R. 24279)-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Boston Society of Architects, 
against the bill appropriating $5,000,000 for a Lincoln memo
rial-to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Boston Society of Architects, favoring Presi
dent's plan for the establishment of a national council of fine 
arts-to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Massachusetts State Board of Trade, favor
ing legislation to establish a national forest reservation in the 
White Mountains and Appalachian districts--to the Committee 
on Agriculture. -

Also, petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, favoring in
crease of salaries of United States judges-;-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Board of Trade, against federal in
spection and grading of grain (S. 382)-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SABATH: Pe_tition of st~te school of agriculture, of 

Morrisville, N. Y., for enlarged powers of Department of Agri
culture to. supply intelligent farm labor-to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of New Orleans Cotton Exchange, favoring in
vestigation by the Secretary of Agriculture into the use and 
substitution of raw cotton for other materials of manufacture 
and report thereon-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Board of Trade, against federal 
inspection and grading of grain-to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMS : Petition of business men of Paris and Henry 
County, Tenn., for removal of duty on hides--to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the women's clubs of 
Bridgeport, Conn., favoring the Beveridge child-labor bill
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SWASEY: Petitions of citizens of West Peru, Turner, 
and Livermore, Me., favoring enactment of a law creating a 
national highways commission-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Oxford and Rumford, Me., favor
ing parcels-post and postal savings bank laws-to the Commit
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. 1.'HOMAS of North Carolina : Papers to accompany 
bill for the relief of heirs of John B. Wolf, deceased-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petiton of Michigan state legislature, 
favoring a civil war Union volunteer officers' retired list (pre
viously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pe-nsions)-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. -

By Mr. WASHBURN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Clement Lamoureux-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSEJ: Petition of Trades League of Philadelphia, 
favoring increase of salaries of United States judges (S. 6973)
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also~ petition of National Board of Trade, against federal in
spection and grading of grain (S. 382}-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD : Paper to accompany bill for relie-f of Ger
trude E. Snook (H. R. 26821)-to the, Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James V. D. Ten 
Eyck-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

SATURDAY, Janum:J B3, 1909. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the- proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BRIOK. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the following order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from "Indiana asks un.ani· 
mons consent for the consideration of the following order, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Order No. 19. 

Ordered, That there be a session of the House at 3 p. m., Sunday, 
February 14, for the delivery of eulogies on the life, character, and 
public services of the Hon. ABRAHAM LINCOLN BRICK, late a Member of 
this House from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the order is agreed to. 

SECTIONS 3646 AND 3647, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. OVERSTRlilET. 1\Ir. Speaker, I also ask unanimous con
sent for the present consideration of the following bill, H. R. 
25805: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 25805) to reenact and to amend sections 3646 and 3647 
of the Revised Statutes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 3646 and 3647 of the Re'Vised Stat
utes be, and they hereby are, reenacted and amended to read as follows : 

" SEc. 3646. Whenever any original disbursing officer's check is lost, 
stolen or destroyed the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize the 
officer issuing the same, after the expiration of six months and within 
three years from the date of such disbursing officer's check, to issue 
a duplicate thereof upon the execution of such bond to indemnify the 
United Stat~s as the Secretary of the '.rreasury may prescribe: Pt·o
vided, That when such original disbursing officer's check does not ex
ceed in amount the sum of $50 the Secretary of the Treasury may 
authorize the issuance of a duplicate at any time after the expiration 
of thirty days and within three years from the date of such disbursing 
officer's check: Provided further, That whenever any original check or 
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